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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE STATEMENT we made last week with reference to 
the course proposed to be taken with regard to the 
chamber business of the new judge was confirmed in 
every particular by the Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
the Attorney-General in the House of Commons on 
Thursday evening. The new judge is not, in the first 
instance, to have a staff of chief and subordinate clerks, 
such as is attached to each of the other judges of first 
instance in the Chancery Division. It is hoped that, by 
the adoption of the proposal for the consolidation of the 
chancery chambers which is to be laid before the new 
Legal Departments Commission, a means may be found 
of providing for the chamber work of the new judge 
without adding to the number of officials. But the 
Attorney-General stated that, if such an arrangement 
could not be devised or did not succeed, the Government 
would “screw up their courage to the sticking point 
and create additional clerks.’ All which means, of 
course, that the Tzeasury is for the present triumphant. 
The courage which is needed is the courage to combat 
the obstinacy of certain Treasury officials, and the 
Government are in the condition of the miser’s wife who 
induced her husband to buy a carriage, but could 
not “screw up her courage” to ask him either 
to buy or hire a horse. We see no _ insuperable 
objection to the proposed amalgamation of the 
chancery chambers; we believe, indeed, that some 
advantage will result from it in the way of rather more 
work being done; but to imagine that the present staff 
will be able to cope with the business sent into chambers 
by a judge sitting six days a week is preposterous. 
If such an expedient would ever answer, it could only 
do so at the commencement of the new judge’s career, 
when he has comparatively little chamber work. But if 
& commission has to sit and report, it may be months 
before any action can be taken, and then the judge 
will have accumulated a full amount of chamber 
work. The Treasury, however, has hit upon a 
device for meeting this objection. The Master of 
the Rolls, with that persistency which forms so pro- 
minent a feature in his character, having once ex- 
pressed an opinion that the chancery block is due to an 
influx of common law actions, has continued to repeat 
thecry in various keys, at short intervals. The cry has 
touched a chord in the heart of the Treasury, and it has 
occurred to it to “enable arrangements to be made for 
the decision” of these common law actions, ‘‘ which do 
not involve any amount of chamber business.” How 
these so-called common law actions are to be picked out 
from the cause lists and assigned to the “journeyman 
judge” (to use Mr. Osborne Morgan’s happy phrase) 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer unfortunately failed to 
explain. We suppose the new judge will spend his 
mornings in going the round of the chancery courts 
asking whether any common law action has turned up. 
The usher will ‘announce that Mr. Justice 





has called to inquire if there is any work for him to-day. 











The Vice-Chancellor will look over his list and either- 
say, “Nothing for you to-day, but you can call again to- 
morrow” ; or he will suggest that some particular action 
should be handed over to the starving judge; where- 
upon a violent contest will instantly ensue among 
learned gentlemen engaged in the case, similar (but on 
an. infinitely larger scale) to that which now meets the 
proposal to consign a cause to the official referees; and 
the judicial journeyman, by the time the contest is set- 
tled, will find half his day gone. The scheme is simply 
ridiculous, and can only result in a fiasco even more 
complete than that of the official referees. 





A VERY PLEASING LITTLE DRAMA appears to have 
been acted in the court of the Vice-Chancellor Hall 
on Saturday last. The counsel who had drawn the bill 
in a suit of Rayment v. Dumbleby nad since taken silk, 
and the bill had been amended by a gentleman in stuff ; 
but there appeared for the plaintiff atthe hearing only 
two Queen’s Counsel. In this state of things the learned 
leader for the plaintiff sought the advice of the court. 
Leaders in bygone times had refused to take briefs be- 
cause no junior was instructed; learned judges had ex- 
pressed a strong opinion that it was of great importance 
to the public that there should be an opportunity afforded 
for training gentlemen who could supply the places of 
the present leaders when the latter were unhappily cut 
off. The learned Vice-Chancellor expressed an opinion 
that a junior should be instrugted ; thereupon the learned 
gentleman who had amended the pleadings appeared ; 
was at once instructed and, everything went happily ever 
afterwards. We cannot doubt that the suitor who may 
have to pay for the three counsel will understand the im- 
portant benefit he has conferred on the nation. If he 
does not grumble, no one else has any right to do so; 
but if we are to understand the learned Vice-Chancellor 
as assenting to the general rule that, in all cases 
where a counsel who has drawn pleadings has been 
promoted to silk, a junior should be instructed, 
what becomes of the rule laid down by the Lord Chan- 
cellor, in concurrence with the Lords Justices, and after 
communication with the taxing masters (19 Soxrcrrors’ 
JouRnat, p. 692), “ that the mere fact of a junior counsel 
in a case having been appointed one of her Majesty’s 
Counsel was not a sufficient reason for allowing on taxa- 
tion the costs of briefs to three counsel”’? Of course, 
this rule does not preclude the consideration of whether, 
under the special circumstances of each particular case, 
the costs of a third brief may not be allowed (see In re 
C. Lafitte & Co., 24 W. R. 7) ; but it seems to be incon~ 
sistent with the practice contended for before Vice~ 
Chancellor Hall. 





A LEARNED CORRESPONDENT repeats in another columm 
arguments with which we have been long familiar in favour: 
of the passing of a measure of the kind introduced by 
Mr. Cowen for localizing the administration of justice. 
We have so often gone over this ground that we can 
hardly say anything fresh; and we do- not find in 
our correspondent’s letter any new reason in favour of 
the proposal—with one exception. He suggests that in 
case of civil commotion in London “the whole of the 
law business of the country” might be put a stop to. 
We must confess that the possibility of all the judges, 
all the barristers, and all the solicitors being put under 
arrest or slaughtered, had not occurred to us; but, on 
consideration, we doubt whether, from our correspondents 
point of view, he ought to regard this as a calamity. 
The county court judges would, no doubt, take their 
seats on the vacant bench, and Mr. Josiah W. 
Smith, Q.C., as Lord Chancellor, would be enabled 
to give ‘greater effect to the true principles of 
judicial decision,” by deciding, “so far as may be, ac- 
cording to susTICE, MORAL RIGHT, AND PUBLIC POLICY.” 
Our correspondent thinks the business of the High Court 
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has become “too large to be managed in a speedy and 
economical manner.” Would it not be well to wait and 
see what will be the result of the proposed increase in 
the judicial strength of the High Court, and the re- 
arrangement of business in the common.law divisions 
by which it is hoped to economize to the utmost that 
strength, before spending £21,000 a year on seven judges, 
which is what Mr. Cowen’s Bill proposes? There could 
hardly, in fact, be a more unsuitable moment than the 
present for Mr. Cowen’s proposal. And we will add 
that, in our opinion, there could hardly be a more 
unsatisfactory proposal than Mr. Cowen’s. The judges 
he proposes to appoint would neither be on the level of the 
High Court judges nor on that of county court judges, 
but like Mahomet’s coffin, hung up between heaven and 
earth. Their decisions would not carry the weight of 
those of the High Court judges, yet they would not be 
able to adopt the rough-and-ready mode of dealing 
with matters which enables the county court judge to 
clear off so many cases. There must always be, as it 
appears to us, two, and only two, classes of judges of 
first instance: the judges of small debt courts and the 
judges of the superior courts; if you attempt to 
create a mongrel class, you will lose the character- 
istic advantages of each. The true mode of Jocal- 
izing the administration of justice, as we have often 
pointed out, is more frequent sittings of the High Court 
judges in the great centres of commerce. We would 
direct the attention of people who fancy that Mr. 
Cowen’s proposal would afford a speedy mode of settling 
litigation to clause 23 of the Bill, under which “ any 
person dissatisfied with the judgment of any judge of a 
principal county court in any action or proceeding in 
which an appeal is allowed under the Acts relating to 
the county courts, not being a proceeding in bankruptcy, 
may appeal .. . to the High Court of Justice, 
and from that court to her Majesty’s Court of Appeal.” 
That is to say, in, practically, all the cases specially 
intended to be heard by the new principal county courts 
the defeated party may drag his adversary through two 
appeals, and, so far as appears, to the House of Lords 
also. It cannot be doubted that the decisions of the new 
judges on matters of importance would be more often 
appealed than those of the judges of the High Court, 
and the suitor who resorted to the principal county 
court for speedy and cheap justice might find in the end 
that the High Court would have served him better in 
both respects. 





A coRRESPONDENT, whose knowledge of the matter he 
discusses cannot be disputed, favours us with the follow- 
ing suggestion:—‘‘ Experience suggests that, in de- 
termining any question involving a possible increase of 
expenditure in connection with the legal departments, 
the inclination of the Treasury is always to act upon the 
hard-and-fast rule that, unless at the same time, and 
in some way or other, a saving can be effected 
equivalent in amount to that called for by any new re- 
quirement, however important and pressing such re- 
quirement may be, nothing is to be done. Though not 
approving such a rule, I venture, nevertheless, to offer a 
suggestion in harmony with it, and showing how the 
requirement of an additional judge for the Chancery 
Division, with a proper staff, may be met without 
appointing a journeyman judge of the ‘High Court of 
Justice’ ‘assistant’ only to the other judges of the 
Chancery Division. My suggestion is, spur on the 
committee appointed, or now being appointed, with a 
view to determining the manner in which the 
recommendations contained in the second report 
of the Legal Departments Commission should be 
given effect to. Those recommendations are so 
numerous, and point to economy in so many direc- 
tions, as to justify the expectation that the report of 
the committee in question will show, not only how the 


ty 


celerated (as intimated by you last week), but also how 
new requirements may be amply provided for without at. 
all sacrificing efficiency in any of the official departments, 
I might mention some instances in the Chancery Division 
alone, and this is the division which the ‘block’ is mogt 
felt, but I content myself at present with referring you to 
the somewhat extended notice of the second report of 
the Legal Departments Commission which appeared in 
the Z'imes on the 27th of March, 1875, and observi 
that that report is clearly to the effect that the legal 
departments are, on the whole, greatly overmanned, 
The commissioners were, no doubt, right in the main, 
and if the proposed committee should feel justified in 
recommending that the services of all men (serving on 
the general staff in any office) above sixty years of 


‘may be dispensed with, this alone would, pr obably, j 


acted on, release sufficient money to meet all s pecial re 
quir ts—eventually at least—and, if so, the Govern. 
ment might, perhaps, in reasonable anticipation of some 
such result from the labours of the committee, at once 
present the Chancery Division with an additional judge 
properly attached and suitably provided for.” 











In commEntine on the case of Hill v. Wormsley (ante, 
p. 121), we drew attention to the absurdity of the rule, 
originally laid down in Solomon v. Solomon (12 W. R. 
540), that leaseholds are not within Locke King’s Act, 
and we remarked that it was surprising that out of the 
perpetual crowd of lawyers in the House of Commons no 
one had endeavoured to remove this blot on the law, 
Unmeaning distinctions of this kind are peculiarly apt 
to be overlooked in practice, and lead to frequent loss 
and failure to carry out the intention of the parties, 
We are glad to find that the matter has been taken u 
by the Lord Chancellor, who has introduced a short B 
which we print elsewhere, providing that Locke King’s 
Act and the explanatory Act of 1867, shall, in the case 
of testators dying after the 3lst of December next, be 
held to apply to a testator dying seised or possessed of, 
or entitled to, land or other hereditaments of whatever 
tenure which he shall have specifically bequeathed, and 
which shall, at the time of his death, be charged with the 
payment of any sum by way of mortgage. 








A singular step has. been taken, says the Manchester 
Guardian, by the Prussian Minister of Commerce. He has 
addressed a circular to the various Chambers of Commerce 
asking their opinion upon the desirableness of erage. the 
credit to be accorded among merchants for goods by legal 
enactment. Jtappears to be thought that the credit system 
may have been carried too far, and may thus have become a 
contributory cause to the prevailing commercial depres- 
sion. 

An interesting legal event is reported by the American 
journals as having occurred at Honolulu. The Hon. Elisha 
i. Allen, who has occupied the position of Chief Justice 
of the Supreme Court of the Hawaiian Islands and Chan- 
cellor of the kingdom for upwards of twenty years, resi 
that office on the Ist inst. in order to accept the position of 
Hawaiian Minister resident at Washington. On the 26th 
of January the bar of Honolulu met in the hall of the 
Supreme Court for the purpose of bidding him farewell. 
The prominent officials of the kingdom, including his 
Majesty the King (who is a member of the bar), were 
present, and made appropriate addresses. His Majesty took 
occasion to remark that “it is an extremely Fattying fact 
that, during his honour’s incumbency of the position of 
Chief Justice, the character of our Supreme Court has stood 
high abroad. Several cases have been tried involving the 
rights of subjects of foreign Governments, wherein the 
decisions of our court, when referred to and reviewed by the 
law officers of those Governments, bave been fully sustained. 
This is certainly something for a small and weak Govern- 
ment to be proud of, and we owe it to the Supreme Court, 





chamber business of the chancery judges may be ac- 


with Chief Justice Allen at its head.” 
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THE FORFEITURE RELIEF BILL. 


A Bu has quietly slipped through the House of 
Commons which would have made Lord Eldon shudder. 
He was never quite easy about the jurisdiction very 
eatly assumed by the Court of Chancery of granting relief 
against forfeiture for non-payment of rent. He evi- 
dently doubted whether, in all cases, the operation of the 
ule was such as (in Lord Macclesfield’s words) “ to give 
the party entitled to the benefit of the forfeiture, by 
way of recompense, all that he expected or desired.” 
But, imperfect and unjust as Lord Eldon thought the 
rule, it had the merit, as he said, of presenting an ex- 
tremely simple principle for administering the equity. 
The amount payable could be ascertained at once by 
computing the rent due, interest, and costs, and when 
these were paid the landlord was placed almost, if not 
altogether, in the same position as if the covenant had 
been duly performed. But in the case of forfeiture for 
breach of other covenants there was no such easy mode of 
insuring full compensation to the landlord. For instance, 
in the case of forfeiture for breach of a covenant to re- 
pair, as Lord Eldon said, “ if a court of equity is to trust 
itself in all cases with the consideration of such a ques- 
tion as whether it is just that a tenant should come 
here to prolong the duration of a lease, by his express 
contract determined if the property has not been treated 
in a husbandlike manner, the court has not so sure a 
guide as the calculation of interest upon a sum of money ; 
and, considering the depositions of surveyors in this 
court, or the declaration of one of these plaintiffs, as 
represented by the answer, that the premises are in such 
circumstances that when all the repairs are made it will 
be a bad business, the notion that the court, upon such 
evidence, can be sure that it gives the party a compensa- 
tion in damages appears ridiculous.” 

It need hardly be said that since Lord Eldon’s time the 
courts of equity have in general adhered to the lines he 
marked .out. Inequitable conduct on the part of the per- 
son entitled to enforce the forfeiture, or, it seems, un- 
avoidable accident preventing the tenant from fulfilling 
his covenant, have been admitted as grounds of relief ; but 
the courts have steadily declined to interfere, on the mere 

und of hardship to the tenant in case of forfeiture 

breach of any covenants other than the covenant to 
pay rent.--And the only instance in which the Legisla- 
ture has interfered to mitigate the rigour of the law of 
forfeiture, by adding to the exception already estab- 
lished in the case of breach of the covenant to pay 
rent, is in forfeiture for breach of a covenant to 
insure, where no loss by fire has happened, and the 
breach has been committed through accident or mistake, 
and there is already an insurance on foot. And even 
this relief is restricted to one single instance. 


It has always appeared to us that the distinction 
drawn by Lord Eldon is asound one. There are certain 
covenants for the breach of which no compensation the 
landlord is likely to obtain can place him in the same 
position as if the covenant had not been broken. Take, for 
dnstance, the covenant not to assign ; the assignee from the 
tenant may be a more substantial man than the tenant; 
what damages, then, can the landlord claim? Yet the 
assignee may be on other grounds objectionable to the 
landlord ; and the effect would be to enable the tenant 
to break with comparative impunity the contract he has 
enteredinto. Ortake, again, agricultural covenants ; what 
compensation would be sufficient for the wilful ploughing 
up of ancient pasture, which simply cannot be re- 
placed? Or take even the covenant to repair; how, as 
Lord Eldon said, is the court to be certain that the 
landlord is placed in the same position by damages as 
if the covenant had been observed? ‘The court can 
only judge by the evidence of surveyors, and surveyors’ 
evidence is notoriously conflicting and unsatisfactory. 
Now, unless you can insure that the landlord will, by 
the payment of compensation, be placed in the same 
Position as if the covenant were duly performed, the 





result of giving relief from forfeiture for breach of the 
covenant is to enable the tenant to break his covenant to 
the possibleinjury of the landlord, and to encourage himto 
doso. The direct operation of the proviso for re-entry is 
probably small, but it must not be inferred that its in- 
direct influence is slight. It has, in point of fact, a most 
powerful influence in securing the due observance of the 
provisions of the lease; and we confess we see no reason 
whatever why men fully capable of judging for 
themselves should be relieved from the results of 
contracts into which they have deliberately entered. 

A different opinion, however, appears to be entertained 
by some learned legislators, and the result is the Bill to 
which we have referred. It proposes to confer on “ the 
court” (it is nowhere stated what court) a discretion to 
relieve against forfeiture for breach of covenant or con- 
dition ‘‘under any lease in all cases,” with certain 
exceptions, to be hereafter noticed. It will be ob- 
served that it is proposed to confer a power, not merely 
to alter the effect of contracts to be hereafter entered 
into by persons aware of the existence of a power in 
‘the court” to relieve against forfeiture, but it is pro- 
posed to make a new lease for every tenant throughout 
the land whose lease contains a proviso for re-entry. 
This is a strong measure; and, unless if can be shown 
that no damage will result to the landlords, it is an un- 
justifiable measure. So far as we are aware, there is 
no allegation of injustice to the tenant, and no social 
or political necessity rendering it desirable that the 
tenant should be relieved from his contract. How, then, 
is the interest of the landlord guarded under this Bill ? 
We shall best ascertain this by following the course of 
proceeding which it prescribes. . 

We will, then, suppose the Bill to be passed into law in 
its present condition, and possession obtained by the 
landlord on eviction for the forfeiture. Within six 
months after possession has been so obtained, the lessee 
may commence an action for relief (clause 9). The 
landlord will then apply (clause 7) for security for costs. 
If such security is not forthcoming, the action may be 
dismissed and the relief barred. If it is forthcoming, the 
action will proceed, and the court is invested with a dis- 
cretion either to grani or to refuse relief. If the claim for 
relief is dismissed, the right to relief is ‘‘ foreclosed” 
‘“‘in like manner as the dismissal of a claim for redemp- 
tion operates as a foreclosure” of a mortgage. If the 
court thinks fit to grant relief, it “ may’’ impose “ all or 
any ” of the terms of relief specified in clause 4. There 
is apparently nothing to compel the court toimpose any 
one of these terms; it may, at its own sweet will, relieve 
against forfeiture for breach of covenant or condition 
without imposing any terms on the tenant or affording 
any compensation to the landlord. This, at least, we 
take to be the effect of clauses 3 and 4. It is possible, 
however, that a different reading may be given to the 
former clause, which provides that “relief may, at the 
discretion of the court, be granted against forfeiture 
. . « %tnlike manner as relief is now granted against 
forfeiture for non-payment of rent.’ What can be 
the meaning of these words? Can they really mean 
what they say? If they do, then it seems the tenant 
may have the landlord’s action of ejectment for 
forfeiture for breach of a covenant to repair stayed 
or discontinued; but there is no hint of this in any 
other part of the Bill, and it would be ridiculous to leave 
so important a provision to be brought in by a side 
wind of this kind. We conclude, therefore, that, on the 
one hand, the court may grant relief without imposing 
any terms on the tenant who has broken his con- 
tract ; and, on the other hand, that, under the provisions 
of clause 4, which specifies what “terms of relief” the 
court may impose, the court is impliedly restricted from 
imposing any terms not specified therein. 

Let us see, then, what are the terms which the court 
“may” impose. First, that “the default which occa- 
sioned the breach, and the damage (if any) consequen- 
tial on the default, be made good, and compensated, as 
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far as possible.” Now, in the first place, it will be ob- 
served thatit is only defaults which are to be compen- 
sated. Acts, such as using premises so as to be a 
nuisance to the neighbourhood, contrary to a covenant in 
the lease, are not to be compensated. In the next place, 
the subject of compensation is defined as a “default 
which occasions a breach.’ Now, the default 
for which the landlord would like to be compensated is 
the default which constitutes the breach, not the default 
which occasions it. For instance, John Jones makes 
default in personally residing in the house demised during 
the term, because his wife dislikes the house, and won’t 
live in it. Now the ‘‘ default” which here ‘‘ occasions 
the breach ”’ is the default of Mr. Jones in not keeping 
Mrs. Jones in order; you cannot possibly say that the 
non-residence “occasions” the breach—it is itself the 
breach. 

Term No. (2) provides that security be given for the 
future performance of the covenant in respect of which 
the breach arose, or of any other covenant covered by 
the condition for re-entry. This security ‘‘may” be 
made by means of “investment in the names of 
trustees, with all necessary and proper provisions for 
raising and applying any moneys requisite for the future 
performance” of any covenant, and for making good 
and compensating any future default or any damage 
consequential on any future default. The first part of 
this clause seems to point at bondsmen for the future 
performance of covenants, but the latter part, we take 
it, provides the means whereby ‘“‘the security” will 
usually be made. And now we want to know what the 
judge who grants relief on forfeiture for breach of a 
covenant to repair in a ninety-nine years’ lease, of which 
twenty years have run, will do under this provision ? 
The security, if made at all, must contain “all necessary 
provisions for raising and applying any moneys 
requisite” for the purposes specified. The judge, there- 
fore, in estimating the amount to be invested, will have 
to consider : 

(1) How many breaches is this tenant likely to commit 
during his possession of the premises ? 

(2) How many breaches are succeeding tenants likely 
to commit ? 

(3) What will be sufficient compensation for each such 
breach? Can compensation for a breach seventy years 
hence be estimated on the same basis as compensation 
for an immediate breach ? 

(4) What will be a sum sufficient to insure “ the 
future performance and observance” of the covenants 
for seventy-nine years ? 

(5) What will be the “ consequential damage” on all 
defaults occurring during seventy-nine years ? 

If the judge arrives at a solution of these little 
problems, he will next have to apply himself to the 
question of what must be done with the settled sum in 
case of the bankruptcy of the tenant, and his trustee 
disclaiming the lease. He will also have to deal with the 
question of the ultimate disposition of the settled 
fund in case, at the end of the ninety-nine years, by the 
extraordinary virtue and care of the successive tenants, 
there has been no re-entry. But, long before this point 
has been reached, the judge will probably have either 
resigned his office or had a fit. 

Term No. (3) is most startling. It proposes to enable 
the judge to provide that “every or any person entitled 
to the benefit” of the forfeiture, “ either at the time of 

the relief being granted or at any time afterwards, be 
empowered to do anything or everything which shall be 
requisite for the future performance and observance of 
the covenant or condition in respect of which the 
breach arose,” or of any other covenant or condition 
covered by the condition of re-entry. Mr. Ward Hunt 
recently said in the House of Commons that he 
had used every means, short of personal violence, to 
induce a certain committee to send in a report. Under 
this provision, it would seem that a landlord who has 


requisite for the future performance of the covenants, if 
all other means should fail, would be entitled to use such, 
violence. For instance, if other means should fail to 
induce the lessee to fulfil his covenant to personally in. 
habit the demised premises, will not the landlord be 
empowered to tie him to the table leg? But this jg 
not all. The landlord may ‘ be empowered to do any. 
thing or everything which shall be required for maki 
good any future default, and any damage consequential 
on any such default ;” and this, remember, he may do 
either at the time of the relief being granted or at any 
time afterwards.” This seems to mean that the land. 
lord, at the time of the relief being granted, may walk 
into his tenant’s house and carry off so much of his plate 
or furniture as he may deem requisite to compensate him 
for “any future default.” And the subsequent part of 
the clause enables the landlord ‘‘to recover by action 
against the owner,” or by distress, all expenses incurred 
in the exercise of this power—that is, we suppose, his 
omnibus or cab hire in going on this mission, and also. 
the amount expended in van hire for carrying off the 
furniture or plate taken as security. 

Term No. (4) enables an injunction to be awarded for 
the future performance of covenants or conditions ; term 
No. (5) provides for the landlord’s costs, charges, and, 
expenses of proceedings for enforcing the forfeiture, and 
in the action for relief; and term No. (6) winds up the 
whole matter by enabling “any other thing to be done 
by way of indemnity for the past, or protection for the- 
future,” to the landlord, ‘“‘on the footing of the provi- 
sion” of forfeiture “‘ being deemed a security for the due 
performance or observance of the covenant or condi- 
tion.” 

But another course is provided for the landlord. In. 
stead of bringing ejectment for the forfeiture, he may 
(clause 6), “by action, claim a foreclosure of any right. 
to relief against the forfeiture, and thereupon proceed. 
ings may be had, and judgment of foreclosure may be 
given accordingly, in like manner, as near as may be, as- 
upon a claim of foreclosure on a mortgage.” It a 

that this action for foreclosure may be brought by the 
landlord even after he has waived the forfeiture by re-- 
ceiving rent or otherwise ; for the action may be brought. 
“at any time after the forfeiture to which this Act 
applies has been incurred,” and clause 9, which prescribes 
six months as the period within which an action can be 
brought, applies only to an “ action for relief.” 

We cannot imagine, however, that the landlord will 
ever adopt this course. By ejectment he can recover 
possession, and throw upon the tenant the onus of 
taking proceedings for relief within six months. But 
by commencing an action for foreclosure, in which he 
will (it would seem) claim that an account be taken of 
the compensation due to him, the landlord will at once 
involve himself in a conflict as to damages, just as if he 
had brought an action on the covenant. 

Clause 8 enables the court to make orders in proceed~- 
ings in relation to forfeitures respecting the possession 
of property and delivering up of “any document” re 
lating thereto. And clause 10 excepts from the operation 
of the Act forfeiture for breaches of covenants against 
assignment or sub-letting, and in “holdings of a purely 
agricultural character” (of which no definition is given) 
forfeiture for breach of covenants as to cultivation. 

We really hope the law societies will look into this Bill 
before it gets into the House of Lords, It seems to uw 
wrong in principle and ill-considered in shape, and if it is 
passed into law in its present form it can hardly fail to 
give rise to great difficulty and some injustice. 








In the House of Commons on Tuesday Sir C. Legard’ 
announced that as he found the only motion he could 
make with reference to Lord Coleridge was one of a most 
stringent character, and a motion rather stronger than the 





been empowered, under this clause, to do “ everything” 


with his motion. 





merits of the case demanded, hejdid not intend to proceed 
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Rehiews. 
LAW OF LIMITATION. 


A Concise Treatise on THE Statute Law or THE Limt- 
gaTION OF Actions. By Hznry Tomas Bannine, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


In this work Mr. Banning has grappled with one of 
the most perplexing branches of our statute law. Con- 
sidering the time which has elapsed since the publication 
of Messrs. Darby & Bosanquet’s treatise, there is cer- 
tainly room for another work on this subject, and our 
impression is that Mr. Banning has not been unsuccessful 
in his attempt to supply this want. The law, as laid 
down by the judicial decisions on the various Statutes 
of Limitations, is given in thirty-three short chapters 
under as many headings, and each chapter treats of a 
gub-division of one of the main branches of the sub- 
ject; thus we have ten chapters devoted to real prop- 
erty. This arrangement entails a certain amount of 
repetition, but is not without its advantages, as the 
subject of each chapter is tolerably exhaustively treated 
of within the limits of a few pages. We think that, in 
this respect the author has exercised a wise discretion. 
So far as we have tested the cases cited, the effect of the 
numerous decisions appears to be accurately given— 
indeed, the author has, as we are informed in the preface, 
“so far as is consistent with due brevity, employed the 
apsissima verba of the tribunal”; and the cases are 
brought down toa very recent date. We think, however, 
that the variation made in the decision in Edwards v. 
Warden (pp., 198, 212), on appeal to the House of Lords 
(L. R. 1 App. Cas. 281), should have been given; and the 
same remark applies to Hickman v. Upsall (p. 166), 
in the Court of Appeal (reported 25 W. R. 175). We area 
little surprised to find no reference to dower either 
in the body of the work or the index, although section 
Alof 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, is given in the appendix. 
There are indications of some want of care in passing 
the work through the press, in numerous misprints not 
noticed in the “ errata’’—one of which (on p. 33), making 
the author speak of “recent litigation on the fusion of 
law and equity,” reads like a sarcasm on the Judi- 
cature Acts—but the substunce of the book is satis- 
factory ; and we may commend it both to students and 


practitioners. 





General Carresponvence. 


Some Suacestions ror Law Rerormers, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jouwrnal.] 


Sir,—May I ask for a small space in your paper to 
call the attention of law reformers to a few points to 
which they might usefully devote attention ? 

Conditions of sale—In most places outside London 
it is the custom for the vendor's solicitor to attend sales 
by auction and read the conditions of sale. The pur- 
chaser has no other opportunity of learning the nature 
of the conditions under which he purchases, and it is 
impossible for him, in most cases, to understand the 
conditions from merely hearing them read. The custom 
has lately been condemned ‘by one of the Vice-Chan~ 
cellors, but without any effect on the solicitors. In 
London, and in some other places, the conditions are 
printed and distributed before the sale. The only 
Teason I have heard why a similar course should not be 
adopted in the country is the expense of printing. But 
this expense is little, if any, more than the ordinary 
charge for three or four copies. Will some. law re- 
former get inserted in the next Real Property Bill that 
may be introduced a clause making it compulsory to 
print conditions of sale and to distribute them in the 
auction-room ? 


Vacating receipt, &c.—Those of your readers who 
have much experience with building societies will be 
aware of the numerous questions raised from time to time 
to successive solicitors dealing with property which has 
once been in mortgage toa building society, as to whether 
the vacating receipt is in the proper form and signed by 
the proper persons. From rules getting’ out of print, 
and other causes, it is difficult and expensive sometimes 
to answer these questions. The law reformer’s assistance 
is also required in this case. Is it necessary to have the 
receipt in any particular form? I submit that if a 
receipt professes to be in full for all claims under the 
mortgage, and is signed by persons who profess to be 
the trustees for the time being, that this should be suffi- 
cient to vacate the mortgage. At present it is necessary 
to prove changes in the trustees by statutory declaration. 

Performance of covenants.—Where leasehold land is 
to be sold special conditions have always to be inserted 
to meet objections as to performance of covenants. 
Reversioners are generally unwilling to give information 
as to whether there have or have not been breaches of 
covenant, and thus a purchaser may buy property from 
which he may be afterwards ejected through no fault of 
his own. Is a reversioner bound to state whether a 
right of re-entry has accrued to him? If not, should 
not the law be altered so as to compel him to do so ? 

A Country Sotictror. 





Fegs in THE Mippiesex Reeistry. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—My attention having been called to a letter 
signed “ Evan Lake ” which appeared in your journal of 
the 10th inst. respecting the fees charged at the Middle- 
sex Registry, will you kindly afford space in your columns 
for a reply thereto ? 

The affair stands thus:—Mr. Lake, through the 
medium of astationer, forwarded two memorials, brought 
by a lad, to be registered. The lad not thoroughly ex- 
plaining his message respecting the fee which Mr. Lake 
wished to pay, they were treated as ordinary memorials, 
and each charged 6s. A few days after I received a 
letter from Mr. Lake, to which I replied regretting the 
circumstance, and wishing to refund the sum overcharged 
under the Act of Anne, and also to know whether the sum 
should be forwarded by P.O. order or stamps. 

Mr. Lake favoured me with a reply (dated March 6), 
stating that on reading the Act he discovered the fees 
under the old statute would amount to 3s. and 3s. 6d., 
making 6s. 6d., and not “2s. 6d. and 2s.,” as stated in 
his letter published; and on the 9th of March I fore 
warded Mr. Evan Lake 5s. 6d., the balance he claimed, 
in postage stamps. 

I much regret to trespass on your space, but in self» 
vindication I feel bound so to do when reference has 
been made that his letter has “‘ produced no result.” I 
trust my professional friends, very many of whom I have 
been associated with for the last quarter of a century, 
know better the character and dealings of your obedient 
servant, Tuxos. R. WILtiaMson. 


March 14. 





A Svueezstion. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Supposing that the system of single judges at 
common law does not work so well as the Attorney- 
General hopes, and that he thinks the necessity for 
further strengthening the bench has not been made out, 
the following plan would surely establish it incontest- 
ably, unless indeed it were the means of clearing off 
arrears, at the same time that it would accelerate the 
operation of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876. 

Let two of the paid Judicial Committee judges be 





transferred to the Court of Appeal; they might, under 
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the Judicature Acts, sit as judges of the High Court in 
any division as required. If, with this help, arrears dis- 
appeared, on the two first vacancies occurring in the Court 
of Appeal the High Court would not require permanent 
strengthening; but if even then arrears still pressed, 
what better proof could the Government desire that a 
permanent increase of strength is indispensable ? 

Two of the Judicial Committee judges thus having 
resigned, under the Act of last year a third Lord of 
Appeal might be created. Now, as complete effect 
cannot be given to that Act without another Act transferr- 
ing the jurisdiction, why should not this final Act also 
transfer the two remaining Judicial Committee judges to 
the House of Lerds as Lords of Appeal in Ordinary, there- 
by at once disposing of the anomaly created by 34 & 35 
Vict. c. 91? 

Apologizing for having trespassed so much on your 
valuable space, I am, &c., D.C. 

Temple, March 15. 





Tue Country Courts JurispicTion Bit. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—“‘ The County Courts Jurisdiction Bill ” brought 
in by Mr. Joseph Cowen, M.P., is a measure which, 
although it may require extensive alterations, goes 
straight to the question of local administration of 
justice, as opposed to the modern tendency of centraliza- 
tion, and, consequently, is sure to receive, if not during 
the present session of Parliament, an amount of atten- 
tion from the public that is commensurate with the great 
importance of its leading feature. 

I suggest that country solicitors should, without delay, 
make themselves acquainted with its provisions, and 
should fully and carefully consider how far a system 
based on Mr. Cowen’s proposal is likely to be beneficial. 

Divested of technicalities, Mr. Cowen’s proposal is to 
group the county courts, and, in each group, to have one 
principal court having jurisdiction to try all actions, 
unless brought on a judgment of a superior court, or 
being a naval prize, slave-trade, or matrimonial, cause. 
Each principal court is to be presided over by a judge, 
at asalary of £3,000 a year, and a judicial registrar is 
to be appointed to carry out the business of each such 
principal court. Any action, when more than £20 is in 
dispute, may be removed into the High Court, but, in 
an action in the High Court, if £50 or less is recovered, 
the costs are to be on the scale of the county court 
unless otherwise ordered by the judge of the High 
Court. The Bill contains provisions for the appointment 
and removal of judges and officers, for fixing salaries, 
pensions, &c., and for making rules for the conduct of 
the business, and for regulating fees and costs.® 

It is desirable to consider the principle of this pro- 
posal entirely apart from the details, and the first ques- 
tion is, Is it desirable to concentrate all the law busi- 
ness of the country in London ? or should the law busi- 
ness of the country be transacted, as far as possible, 
in the localities in which such business arises ? 

There are two evils arising out of the present policy 
of concentration, one political, the other practical, The 
political evil is, that in case of civi! commotion in London 
the whole of the law business of the country might be 
put a stop to, although such civil commotion might be 
focal only; the practical evil is, the cost of bringing all 
parties, witnesses, &c., to London, and keeping them in 
London for an indefinite time, at an enormous cost, 
with the result, that has sometimes happened, that after 
incurring such enormous costs the case has been post- 
poned for some months, when the whole process and 
outlay has to be repeated. 

It appears to me that the business of the High Court 
has become too large to be managed in a speedy and 
moderately economical manner, and that, unless some- 
thing is done to relieve the High Court of all the smaller 
and unimportant business, the High Uourt, though never 





coming to a standstill, will be always enormously in 
arrear with the business. 

It appears somewhat inconsistent with modern ideas 
that the whole machinery of the High Court of Justice, 
including the employment of one of the most highly 
trained intellects in the land, not less than four learned 
counsel, two solicitors, and twelve jurors, should be 
required to decide a small horse case, or the amount of 
compensation to be paid for the injury done to the 
feelings of a disconsolate damsel who has failed in her 
speculation in the matrimonial line; and I certainly 
think that all such ¢ases might advantageously be 
disposed of in the localities in which they arise, and by 
simpler and more rapidly working machinery than that 
of the High Court of Justice. This view, I observe, is 


| also held by Mr. Marten, Q.C., M.P., who proposes to 


extend the common law jurisdiction of the county courts, 
and by Sir E. Wilmot, M.P., who has introduced a Bill 
to “ further extend the jurisdiction of the county courts,” 
One result that would flow from the establishment of a 
system somewhat similar to that proposed by Mr. 
Cowen would be the formation of local bars. This 
would, I am aware, be regarded by many persons as an 
objection, but I cannot look upon it in that light; 
indeed, so far from being an objection, I think it would 
be a decided advantage ; it would prevent the concen. 
tration of business in a few hands as at present, and it 
would afford an opening to young men, by giving them 
an opportunity of showing what metal they were made, 
of, which does not at present exist, 

The only persons who might suffer pecuniarily, to 
some small extent, would be the large agency houses, but 
this would only be for a short time, for the establishment 
of a speedy and reasonably cheap mode of settling dis- 
putes would, I am confident, lead to such an immense 
increase of business that the High Court would be kept 
fully employed in hearing the heavy and important 
causes, and in deciding appeals and cases sent up from 
the inferior courts. 

In your issues of the 20th and 27th of May last, I 
made some observations on the state of the business of 
the High Court at that time; I think it will be found, 
on inspection, not only that the state of affairs then 
commented on has not improved, but that it has grown 
worse, as new business is set down faster than the old 
business is disposed of; and that, too, notwithstanding 
the well-known fact that many people abandon their 
just claims rather than be involved in a law suit, whilst 
many cases are referred to arbitration, or are settled or 
compromised on any terms that will enable the disputants 
to keep clear of the High Court of Justice, as you point 
out in your issue of the 3rd inst. 

When the new temple of justice in the Strand will be 
finished no one can pretend to say, though it is beginning 
to make a little show above the hoarding, but by the 
time it is finished it will, if a sufficient number of courts 
are to sit to keep business from getting into arrear, be 
found to be much too small to accommodate all the 
judges, and the necessary officers of the various courts 
and the persons having to transact business with them ; 
whilst, to the public, it will be a mere rabbit-warren in 
which a suitor, or witness from the country, will be as 
much at home as in the catacombs of Paris. 

Centralization is a very good thing in moderation, but 
it may be overdone, and it frequently. results in such @ 
slow and complex procedure as to become a positive 
nuisance; such, I believe, will be the consequence of 
attempting to concentrate all the law business of the 
country in London, and all the law courts in one build- 
ing. 

I conclude, therefore, as I began, by expressing a hope 
that the country solicitors will carefully consider 
subject, and make public the results at which they may 
arrive; for I am quite sure, as I stated in my former 
letters, that the public demand, and will have, speedy 
law, and that, if the lawyers will not solve the problem 
for the public, the public will solve it for themselves, 
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Should I find that Mr. Cowen’s idea is likely to receive 
public approval, I will communicate the details of a 
system that I have seen in operation for many years, 
that is not very different in principle from Mr. Cowen’s 
proposal, and that would, I believe, with some modifica- 
tion that may be necessary to adapt it to the circum- 
stances of this country, meet the immediate requirements 
of the public. OxszRveER. 





Cases uf the deck. 


TiIMB FOR APPEALING—INTERLOCUTORY ORDER—ONE 
ORDER ON FuRTHER CoNSIDERATION AND ON SUMMONS TO 
vary CerRTIFICATE—OrD. 58, mr. 14, 15.—The case of 
White v. Witt, which we mentioned last week (ante, p. 859) 
as having been postponed in order that the effect of r. 14 of 
ord, 58, which was not referred to when Cummins v. Herron 
(25 W. R. 325, ante, p. $19) was decided, might be con- 
sidered by the same judges who decided that case, came on 





’ again for hearing on the 14thinst. The material facts were 


as follows :—A writ of fi. fa. was, in February, 1878, issued 
by Witt against Corcoran, under which the sheriff seized 
some furniture in Corcoran’s house. The furniture was 
claimed by the trustees of a post-nuptial settlement which 
Corcoran had executed in March, 1869, and they gave notice 
to the sheriff to withdraw from possession. The bill in 
White v. Witt was then filed by the sheriff, against Witt, 
the trustees, and Corcoran, _praving that the defendants 
might be decreed to interplead, and that the court might 
declare to whom the furniture ought to be delivered, and 
asking for an injnoction to restrain the defendants from 
taking any proceedings against the plaintiff in respect 
of the furniture. The plaintiff, in March, 1873, moved 
before Malins, V.C., for an injunction, and the motion was 
by consent treated as a motion for adecree. An injunction 
was granted as asked for until further crder, and it was 
referred to chambers to inquire whether the settlement was 
valid as against the execution creditor, and who was entitled 
to the property. And, on the undertaking of the trustees 
to pay into court £150, the agreed value of the furniture, 
it was ordered that the sheriff should forthwith assign it 
to the trustees, and the further consideration of the cause 
was adjourned. In July, 18738, the chief clerk certified 
that the settlement was not valid as against the execution 
creditor, and that he was entitled to the property seized by 
the sheriff. The trustees took out a summons to vary the 
certificate, and the summons came on to be beard with the 
further consideration of the cause on the 29th of April, 
1876, when the Vice-Chancellor made an order declaring 
that the settlement was valid, and ordering that the certi- 
ficate should be varied by finding accordingly. Aod it was 
farther ordered that the money in court should be paid out 
to the trustees, and that Witt should pay the costs of all the 
other parties to the suit. On the 7th of November, 1876, 
Witt gave notice of appeal from this order. On the opening 
of the appeal it was objected that it was too late so far as it 
was an appeal from the order varying the certificate, that 
being an interlocutory order. In answer to the objection it 
was urged that the appeal was really from the declaration of 
the validity of the settlement, which was the whole ques- 
at issue in the suit, and reliance was placed upon r. 14, 
which says that “no interlocutory order or rule from which 
there has been no appeal shall operate so as to bar or pre- 
judice the Court of Appeal from giving such decision upon 
the appeal as may seem just.” The court (Jessel, M.R., 
James and Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.), however, 
held that the appeal was too late. Jessel, M.R., said that, 
in xpecxog | whether an order was interlocutory or final, 
the court could look only at the form of the proceeding, and 
Could not regard the nature of the contest between the 
parties, In this oase the order was in substance 
nothing more*than an order to vary the certi- 
ficate ; the order upon the further consideration was merely 
consequential, e appeal ought, therefore, to have 

brought within twenty-one days. And, with regard 
to r. 14, Jessel, M.R., said that its meaning is this:—An 
incidental interlocutory order might have been made which 
involved a decision on the merits of the case ; the fact that 
such an order had not been appealed from was not to pre- 
Vent the Court of Appeal from dealing with the merits of 








the whole case upon an appeal from the final order. His 
lordship illustrated his meaning by a case which he said had 
once actually occurred. An interlocutory order was made 
for the maintenance of an infant out of a particular fund, 
which could only have been justified on the assumption that 
the infant was entitled to the fund. The decree afterwards 
found that he was entitled to it. The decree was appealed 
from, and it was held that the interlocutory order for main- 
tenance was a bar tothe appeal. R. 14 was intended to 
prevent such a result as that. Mellish, L.J., said that the 
Tule merely means that an interlocutory order not appealed 
from is neither to enlarge nor to narrow the power of the 
Court of Appeal upon an appeal from the final order; but, 
as James, L.J., said, it was not intended that anything in 
the nature of a finding or verdict upon an interlocutory ap- 
plication should be open upon an appeal from the final 
order, Such a finding or verdict was to be conclusive if 
the time limited for appealing from it had expired. 





In a similar case of Reid v. Drake, heard the same day, 
application was made for an extension of the time for ap- 
pealing from a refusal to vary a Chief clerk’s certificate, 
the order of refusel being made with the order on further 
consideration. The ground for the application was that 
the applicant’s solicitor had been instructed immediately 
after the order was made to appeal from it, but that he 
believed he had a year within which to bring the appeal, 
and was not aware that he had misunderstood the effect of 
the rales until he saw the report of Cummins v. Herran, 
The court (Jessel, M.R., James and Mellish, L.JJ., and 
Baggallay, J.A.) held that this was not sufficient ground 
for extending the time. The respondents were in no way 
responsible for the solicitor’s mistake, and had a right to 
insist upon the statutory limitation. 





Company—WINDING UP—JuURISDICTION To DIRECT MeEr- 
ING oF CoNTRIBUTORIES—ComPaNIEs ACT, 1862, ss. 91, 149.— 
Inacase of In re The Langham Skating Rink Company, heard 
by the Court of Appeal on the 14th inst., a petition had 
been presented by three shareholders for the winding ap 
of the company, which was opposed by the company and 
by a large numberof shareholders. Bacon, V.C., directed 
an extraordinary meeting of the shareholders to be sum- 
moned to consider whether they desired the company to 
go on, or whether they wished it to be wound up, and, if 
so, in what way. The company appealed, and the Court 
of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., James, L.J., and Baggallay, 
J.A.) were of opinion that the petition stated no case 
which could authorize the court to make a winding-up 
order, and that, consequently, there was no jurisdiction 
to do anything but dismiss the petition. And they 
made an order accordingly, dis missing it with costs. 


ee 


Morton ror JupGMENT—ApMISSIONS IN PLEADINGS— 
Orp. 40,*k. 11.—In a case of Mellor vy. Sidebottom, heard by 
the Court of Appeal onthe 14th inst., the statement of claim, 
delivered on the 27th of December, 1876, alleged that the 
defendant, by a memorandum of deposit, dated the 4th of Feb- 
ruary, 1876, and signed by him, after acknowledging that the 
plaintiff had advanced him £5,000 on the security of the 
title deeds of certain property therein mentioned, 
the property with payment of the £5,000, with interest, on 
demand, with power for the plaintiff to sell the property 
without notice at any time thereafter, and agreed to execute 
to the plaintiff such further security as he might require. 
The plaintiff alleged that the £5,000, with interest, still re- 
mained due, and that he had demanded payment. The 
claim was for payment of the debt and interest, and for 
foreclosure or sale of the property in default of payment. 
By the statement of defence, delivered the 26th of January, 
1877, the defendant said that the deposit was made upon an 

ment that the £5,000 should be lent for a year certain, 
and he submitted that the action was premature, and ought 
to be dismissed. By his reply, delivered on the 9th of Febru- 
ary, the plaintiff denied that the agreement contained in 
the memorandum of deposit had been in any way varied as 
stated by the defen‘aut, and said that if any such qualifi- 
cation was d upon, yet, as it was not put into writing, 
it could not affect the plaintiff's rights under the writt n 
memorandum. On the 15th of February the plaintiff 
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“moved, upon the admissions of fact in the pleadings, for 
. Judgment in accordance with his claim. Hall, V.C., re- 
fused the motion, with costs. The plaintiff appealed, and it 
“was urged on his behalf that the defence was demurrable, 
and that this was a proper question to be tried upon a 
motion under r. 11. The Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., 
James and Mellish, L.JJ,, and Baggallay, J.A.) held that 
the exercise of the power given to the court by that rule is 
discretionary, and declined to interfere with the discretion 
-of the Vice-Chancellor. Jessel, M.R., said that it would be 
very inconvenient that demurrers shonld be brought on 
e argument by way of motion on the ordinary motion 
ay. 


REFERENCE TO OrFrictaL REFEREE—JuDICATURE ACT, 
1873, s.57.—In a case of Leigh v. Brooks, heard by the 
Court of Appeal on the 14th inst., the action was brought 
by an executrix to set aside some sales of pictures made by 
the defendant to the testator, and to compel the defendant 
to refund what he had received for the pictures. The 
allegation was that the defendant had represented the 
pictures to be the works of celebrated artists, when to his 
knowledge they were not. The plaintiff, after reply, applied 
to Hall, V.C., for an order referring the questions or issues 
arising in the action to one of the official referees for trial. 
The Vice-Chancellor held that he had no jurisdiction to 
make the order, and refused the motion, and the Court of 
Appeal (Jessel, M.R., James and Mellish, L.JJ., and 
Baggallay, J.A.) affirmed the decision. The court said that 
the case was not one which fell within the purview of section 
57, and that, even if there had been jurisdiction to make 
the order, the defendant ought not, in a case which involved 
his reputation, to be deprived of the advantage of a trial 
before a judge in open court. 


Bitt oF Sate—Act oF BaNnkRupTCY—ASSIGNMENT OF 
Warore Property rer Existing Dest aND Fresk AD- 
vancEe.—On the 15th inst. the Court of Appeal (James and 
Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.) reversed the decision 


of Bacon, C.J., in In re Vane (noted ante, p. 239), though 
without expressing any opinion upon many of the points 
on which the Chief Judge proceeded. On the 10th of 
October two partners in a retail trade gave to one of their 
creditors a bill of sale of all their property, joint and 
separate, to secure an existing debt of £199 and a fresh 
advance of £90. The bill of sale enabled the grantee to 
take immediate possession in default of payment on de- 
mand. The fresh advance was made by the grantee 
payirg ont an execution which another creditor had put 
in, and which the partners were unable to pay. They 
were unable, as they said, to scrape together £5 to meet 
it. The bill of sale was not registered, but on the 31st 
of October the grantee took possession of the stock-in- 
trade in the grantors’ shop. The Chief Judge was of 
opinion that, inasmuch as the grantors’ business was 
de facto carried on for twenty days after the bill of sale 
wasexecuted, he wasjustified in drawing the conclusion that 
the advance was made bond fide to enable them to carry it 
on, end, consequently, that the bill of sale was valid as 

inst the trastee in their liquidation, which commenced on 
the 25th of November. The Court of Appeal, on the con- 
trary, thought that, there being no evidence that the 

session was taken in consequence of any unexpected 
information received by the grantee as to the insolvency of 
the grantors (it was, indeed, admitted that no such infor- 
mation had been received), the fair inference was that the 
intention from the very first was that the grantee should 
take possession of the property before the expiration of the 
twenty-one days allowed for registration. The object of 
the transaction, therefore, was not to enable the grantors to 
carry on their business, but simply to secure the grantee’s 
pre-existing debt, and the bill of sale was void as against 
the trustee. The ratio of the fresh advance to the old debt was 
not of itself sufficiently large to support the bill of sale 
in the absence of a bond fide intention to enable the grantors 
to carry on their business. The mere circumstance that 
power was given to take immediate possession in default 
of payment on demand was not, indeed, enough to make 
the bill of sale bad, such a power being necessary to 
protect the grantee in case of his receiving unexpected 
information of the insolvency of the grantors, but when 
the possession was taken so shortly after the execution of 
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the bill of sale, without the existence of any such reason, 
the irresistible conclusion was that the whole trarsaction 
was a mere device for the sole benefit of the grantee, 
There was in truth no bond fide continuance of the business; 
the taking possession was only delayed in order to give a 
more decent appearance to the transaction. 


CHANCERY AcTION IN District RecisrRY—HFARING my 
Lonpon—Powers or District REeGistRARS—JUDICATURE 
Act, 1873, s. 64—Orp. 35, pr. 1a.—A question of some 
importance with regard to chancery actions commenced in 
district registries was raised on the 10th inst. in Jn re 
Smith’s Estate (Hutchinson vy. Ward). Vice-Chancellor 
Hall took occasion to call attention to certain proceedings 
in which district registrars are in the habit of exceeding 
their powers. The action (for administration) had been 
commenced in the Bradford registry, but had been set 
down for hearing before Vice-Chancellor Hall. JMforshead, 
however, for the plaintiff, raised the question whether the 
action ought not be tried in the district registry, having 
regard to ord. 35, r.la. He also cited Jr/am v. Irlam (24 
W. R. 292, L. R. 2 Ch. D. 608). Newton Smart, for the 
defendant, did not object to the hearing proceeding in 
London. The Vice-Chnncellor said that he should 
follow his decision in Jylam vy. TJrlam, and hold 
that the action ought to be set down for hearing before him, 
He also remarked that he had lately observed that district 
registrars had been in the habit of appointing receivers, and 
directing banking accounts to be opened and money paid 
into such accounts on their own responsibility. He would 
therefore take the opportunity of stating that such proceed- 
ings were highly irregular, and he wished it to be known 
that, if any such case came before him, he should hold that 
such orders were void, and that all moneys paid into any 
account in pursuance of an order by a district registrar were 
so paid at the personal risk of everybody concerned in the 
transaction, including the district registrars themselves, 
He might also add that a district registrar had no right to 
take any accounts in an action commenced in a district 
registry in pursuance of an order by a judge for accounts, 
unless such order specially directed the accounts to be taken 
in the district registry. 


Liquipation—SvuMmontne Destor FOR EXAMINATION— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, ss. 96, 125—Banxruptcy Russ, 
1870, R. 801.—In a case of Jn re Bennett, heard on the 
8th inst., the Court of Appeal reversed a decision of 
Bacon, C.J. (25 W. R. 258, L. BR. 3 Cb. D. 315). The 
Chief Judge had held that the trustee in a liquidation is 
not entitled to summon the debtor for examination under 
the powers conferred by section 96 without first making 
out a prima facie case that he has failed to comply with 
the requisitions of the trustee for information as to his 
estate. Such, his lordship considered, was the meaning of 
r. 801. In In re Bennett the debtor was summoned for 
examination, and, after being sworn, refused to answer any 
questions whatever. The judge of the county court (Mr. 
Daniel, Q.C.) then made an order for his committal for con- 
tempt, The Chief Judge when the appeal came before him, 
referred the case back to the county court to ascertain 
whether the debtor had committed any default in comply- 
ing with the trustee’s requisitions. Affidavits were filed, 
and the county court judge came to the conclusion that 
there had ,been a defanlt. The case went back to the 
Chief Judge, and he held that there had been no 
default. The Court of Appeal (James and Mellish, L.JJ, 
and Baggallay, J.A.) held that, if the trustee was dissatis- 
fied with the answers of the debtor to his inquiries, he was 
entitled to summon bim for examination under section 96, 
and that the debtor was then bound to submit to examina- 
tion’ without any previous inquiry whether the trustee 
ought to have been satisfied with the information which he 
had already obtained. The debtor must trust to the judge 
to protect him from being harassed by unnecessary oF 
improper questions, and if it appeared that the trustee had 
already obtained sufficient information, the court would 
have power to visit him with tho costs of the proceedings. 
But the debtor had no right to take any such prelimi 
objection to the examination. The Court of Appes 
therefore, restored the order of the county court judge for 
committal. 
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Suciceties. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, Chan- 
cery-lane, London, on Wednesday, March 14, the follow- 
ing directors being present :—Mr. Edward Turner Payne (of 
Bath) in the chair, Messrs. Brook, Hedger, Rickman, 
Roscoe, Shaen, Shirley, Smith, Veley, and Young (Mr. 
Eiffe, secretary). A sum of £245 was distributed among 
eleven applicants for relief. Thirty-nine new members were 
admitted to the association, and other general business was 
éransacted. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


Tuesday, the 6th inst., being the first meeting in the 
month of this society, motions were first disposed of, Mr. 
Rouse presiding. The question for the evening’s debate was 
“ Can a married woman in all cases maintain an action in 
her own name for breach of contract or for a tort in reference 
to her separate trade?” Mr. Reade opened the discussion 
for the affirmative, and Mr. Barker replied. 
-debate the question was decided in the affirmative. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


At the weekly meeting of this society held at Clement’s. 
inn Hall, Strand, on Wednesday, the 7th inst., the evening 
was occupied with various points of business. Among 
other things, a committee was appointed to make the 
necessary arrangements for the ‘‘ Davis Prize” competi- 
tion. Messrs, Henry T. Young, Grinham Keen, and 
Benjamin G. Lake were elected vice-presidents of the 
society. We omitted to mention in our report of last week 
that the Leeds and the Newport Law Students’ Societies 
had been proposed to be added to the list of societies in 
anion. 

In addition to the ordinary weekly meetings held at 
Clement’s-inn Hall, this society meeta on the second and 
fourth Mondays in the month, at 7.30 p.m., at the Law 
Institution. At the first of these meetings, held on the 
12th inst. (Mr. Moyle in the chair), the following subject 
was discussed :—‘“ Notwithstanding the usual condition 
“empowering a vendor to rescind a contract, can a pur- 
chaser recover interest on his deposit and costs in a case 
where the abstract discloses no title?” Mr. Rubinstein 
opened the debate, and, after an exhaustive discussion. 
the question was answered in the affirmative. Several 
text-books and reports of cases were referred to, showing 
the privilege of using the books in the library is very 
much appreciated. The ordinary weekly meeting was held 
at Clement’s-inn Hall, Strand, on Wednesday, the 14th 
inst.. when, after the Brighton Law Students’ Society had 
been admitted as a society in union, and four new 
members elected, the following question was considered :— 
“That the Divorce Act has been injurious to the morality 
of the country, and should be repealed.”’ Mr. Shirley, B.A., 
introduced the subject, and, after an interesting debate, 
the motion was lost. Thirty members were present. 


— 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 

The second annual general meeting of this society was 
held at the Rooms, Aldine-court, High-street, Sheffield, on 
Monday, the 26th ult. There were present : Messrs. W. Wake, 
W. Smith, H. Bramley, J. Binney, ©. A. Branson, C. G. 
Esam, W. B. Esam, F. P. Smith, A. Wightman, H, Ashing- 
ton, B. Bagshawe, jun., A. J. Binney, J. Brailsford, jun., 
W. Brown, B. Burdekin, J. 0, Clegg, J. N. Coombe, H. G. T. 
Fernell, T. Gould, B. Greaves, C. H. Hoyland, J. Newbould, 
H. Parkin, G. J, Simpson, C. M. Smith, ©. E. Vickers, und 
G. E. Webster, Mr. William Wake took the chair. 

_ The following report was taken as read:—The committee, 
iO presenting the second annual report, have pleasure in 
jon Sa the number of members has increased during the 
“Year from fifty-four to seventy-seven. No membor has died 
“Or resigned during this period. Several solicitors living 


After a short | 


‘belonged to the library still remain unaccounted for. 





outside Sheffield have joined the society, and it is hoped that, 
when gentlemen in adjacent towns see the good that the 
society is endeavouring to effect, accessions will be still more 
numerous. 

The matters that it was proposed by the last report should 
be considered by the committee have met with their best 
attention, and they report thereon as follows:— 

(1) Nodisputed points of practice, coming withinsuggestion 
No. 1, have been submitted to the committee ; it may fairly, 
therefore, be assumed that there have been but few disputes 
between members of the society. 

(2) Contlitions of Sale.—This recommendation has taken 
up much of the committee’s time, and a form of conditions of 
sale (which is copyright) for general use by the members of 
the society has been settled by Mr. John Dixon, approved of 
by the committee, and issued tothe members, I: is hoped 
that the use of this form will greatly simplify proceedings at 
sales by auction, and cause that uniformity in practice which 
is desirable alike for vendor an: purchaser, 

(8) Auctioneers’ Fees.—This matter was considered on 
several occasions, and a circular was issued to the members, 
accompanied by a scale for the remuneration of auctioneers, 
which was deemed by the committee to be fair both to ven 
dors and auctioneers. 

(4) The proposed scale of commission for conveyancing 
charges has not advanced owing to the reason mentioned in 
the last report—namely, that a scale is still under the notice 
of the Lord Chancellor with a view to its use being made 
legal. This scale as submitted to the Chancellor was settled 
at a meeting, in London, of the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies, held on the 3lst of March, 1876, and approved by 
the Incorporated Law Society. An inquiry has been made 
within the last month as to the present position of this scale, 
and an answer given that a reply is shortly expected. Mean- 
while, it is believed that the scale formerly proposed for use 
in Sheffield and the neighbourhood has been largely acted 
upon. 

(5) Owing to the kindness of A. J. Mundella, Esq., M.P., 
a number of the more important Bills in Parliament have 
been laid before your committee, who suggest to their succes- 
sors that they should carry oat the recommendation iu the 
last report that all public Bills should be laid before them 
from the commencemeat of the session. 

Law Library.—The last report spoke of the proposed ac- 
quisition of the Sheffield Law Library, und a suggestion was 
therein made that the members of the society who were not 
ae ann of the old law library should pay £4 or £5 to 

ecome entitled to a share in the books and property of the 
law library equal to that of each of such proprietors. This 
was not insisted on by the proprietors from the fear that the 
payment, in addition to the entrance fee, the first year’s sub- 
scription, and the subscription to the library, would have a 
deterring effect upon gentlemen beginning practice. Instead 
of this, the members of the old library gave up the books to the 
society, merely stipulating that the books should be repaired 
and rebound and the library itself improved and completed, 
and that all its liabilities should be discharged by the 
society. In March, 1876, the library was removed to 
Aldine-court, and it then became apparent how very much 
was required to be done to make it fit for a large town like 
Sheffield. A list of reports missing from the library was 
circulated amongst the members, and some of them were re- 
turned, but a considerable number of books that formerly 
Re- 
ferring passim to this, a cireular has been sent out naming 
the volumes that are needed to complete the library, so far 
as reports are concerned, and it is hoped that a number of 
the older books will be placed at the service of the com- 
mittee gratuitously. {[t was found that in the years 1862 
and 1866 considerable efforts had been made to improve the 
library, and many of the reports were completed up to 

1866; but the last volumes of these sets of reports were un- 
fortunately not procured. The consequence is that, if they ~ 
are obtained at all, the cost will be very great, and each year 
makes the task more difficult and expensive. As aninstance, 
no less than £25 was. asked for volume 20 of the Common 
Bench N. S., containing the index for the nineteen pre- 
ceding volumes. At the same time, seeing that Sheffield is 
the centre of a.very large district, and that the solicitors 
for twenty miles round may look to it for hel oy com- 
mittee consider that all reasonable means oot adopted 
since 


to thoroughly complete the library, so far as reports 
the year 1800 are concerned, and in particular to obtain @ 
complete set of the House of Lords reports, aud’ they ask 
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for a resolution from the members directing the completion 
of the library, as to the reports, even though the funds in 
hand may be at present insufficient fur the purpose. The 
thanks of the society are due to the old law library proprie- 
tors for parting gratuitously with their property. 

The rules affecting the library came into force on the 
ist of February inst. As accommodation at the rooms for 
reference to the books is provided, the committee wish to 
state that the rule requiring books to be in the library 
between the hours of eleven and three (except where needed 
in court) will be strictly adhered to. The committee suggest 
that a catalogue should be prepared of the books, divided 
into two parts, (1) an alphabetical arrangement, (2) an 
arrangement showing the reports in the different courts. ‘For 
convenience of reference on the shelves, the books are at pre- 
sent arranged alphabetically. 

The committee regret that several members of the society 
have not as yet subscribed to the library. Four resident 
barristers have become subscribers, and take considerable 
interest in the development of the library. 

The books have been insured for £750, and the furni- 
ture for £50. 

Old Law Library.—The committee resolved that the 
arrears owing to the old library should be got in and the 
debts discharged; and they are happy to state that 
the amounts due from subscribers have, with two excep- 
tions, been discharged. A long standing account with Mr. 
Parker, the librarian, has been settled, and there is a 
small balance to meet the claim for rent on the society. 
A statement of these arrears as received accompanies the 
treasurer’s accounts, 

Use of the Premises.—Although the committee have been 
willing to let the wage be room to membere, and have 
issued a circular to that effect, but little use of the room has 
hitherto been made. When it is pointed out to the mem- 
bers how convenient the room is, and that the reports are at 
hand for reference, it is to be hoped that it will be much 
more frequently used for arbitrations, creditors’ meetings, 
&c., than hitherto. 

Other Work.—In addition to matters suggested by the 
last report, the committee have considered the follow- 
ing :— 

(a) The use and abuse of the anti-alienation clauses im 
eases. 

(5) The question of the report of the Parliamentary 
Agents’ Committee in both Houses of Parliament, and 

(c) The question of increased facilities for soliciters at 
the Sheffield Stamp Office. 

As to (2)—Resolutions of the committee on this subject 
were drawn up, lithographed, and extensively circulated 
amongst the profession, and have been especially laid 
before the solicitors and agents of large landowners near to 
Sheffield. 

Your committee trust that very shortly this most objec- 
tionable provision will become obsolete, and they may 
possibly beable to give further information on this subject at 
the meeting. 

As to (4)— Your committee co-operated with many other 
law societies, including the Incorporated and the Associated 
Provincial, in opposing the report laid before both Houses 
of Parliament. The three main objections were, first, the 
proposal that parliamentary agents need not be barristers 
or solicitors ; secondly, that it was open to the officials of 
the House to shut ont from practice such persons as they 
thonght well to exclude ; and, thirdly, that any division of 
fees between solicitors and parliamentary agents would be 
visited by the dismissal by the officers of the House of the 
agents. The result of the opposition was that the report 
was withdrawn, but it is understood the officials will bring 
it forward again early this session. 

As to (¢)—Although your committee have not succeeded 
in inducing the Stamp Office authorities to receive deeds 
here for stamping as they do agreements, several con- 
cessions have been made, and it has been arranged that 
if any particular stamp is wanted, and notice is given at 
three o'clock p.m., it can be obtained in Sheffield next 
morning ; # list of stamps kept in stock has been forwarded 
to each member (though more are now kept than are men- 
tioned in the list), and it has been arranged that sums of 
money can be intrusted to the Inland Revenue, against 
which stamps can be issued. 

Insurance.-—The question of the clause averaging the 
loss between different fire insurance companies when more 





———_. 


than one policy for a property exists has been considered 
The clause runs as follows :— 

“Tn all cases where any other subsisting insurance or 
insurances, whether effected by the insured or by any 
other person, covering any property hereby insured, 
either exclusively or together with any other property in 
and subject to the same risk only, shall be subject to 
average, the insurance on such property under thig 
policy shall be subject to average in like manner.” 

Several cases of hardship could be presented under thig 
clause; for example, two sets of mortgagees might have 
a difficulty in obtaining payment of their insurance money, 
and if one of the offices were insolvent the insurers would 
probably lose & considerable portion of the insurance. 
The companies explain this by saying that a policy of 
insurance is only one of indemnity, and that they do not 
contract to repay the amount for which the insurance may 
be effected, as this might in certain cases lead to great 
frauds, but intead to reinstate the property or to 
indemnify against loss. They urge therefore that, where 
the property exceeds in value the insurance, each company 
wand have to pay to its own insurer the amount of hig 
policy, but if the loss were only a partial one, not amount- 
ing to the full amount of the policy, the companies would 
reinstate or otherwise settle, and that the only loss that 
could possibly occur would be in the case of an insolvent 
office. If this clause remains in insurance policies, it may 
be worth a suggestion to insurers that the insurances 
affecting any one property should always be in the same 
office. 

The matter is one well worthy the consideration of the 
committee to be elected at this meeting. 


The report then refers to Acts of Parliament, associated 


provincial law societies and deputations, treasurer's 
accounts, and the appointment of new committee, and con- 
cludes with the following recommendation :— 

Library.—The committee would cali the attention of 
members who have articled clerks to r. 3, whereby it is 
provided that “Clerks articled to subscribers may, with 
the approval of the committee, have access to the library, 
without removing books therefrom, on the written re-- 
commendation of their principals, addressed to the secretary 
of the society.” 

The committee are very anxious that the articled clerks 
should be brought into closer relationship with the society,. 
so that on their admission they may naturally look to be 
enrolled as immediate members, and the committee would 
be willing to allow them gratuitously the use of the rooms 
for discussion. 

It was resolved: 

1. That the report presented by the committee be re- 
ceived, confirmed, and adopted. 

2. That the accounts of Mr. Broomhead, the treasurer 
for the past year, as printed, be approved and passed, and 
that the thanks of the society be given to him for his ser- 


vices. 

3. That the best thanks of this society be given to Mr. 
Bramley for his most efficient services as secretary during 
the past year. 

4. That the thanks of the society are due to the com» 
mittee for its work during the past year, particularly in 
connection with the preparation of a general form of con- 
ditions for use in this neighbourhood on the sale of 
property, and for its exertions in respect to the anti-aliena- 
tion clause in leases, and in the preparation of a scale for 
auetioneers’ charges. 

5. That Mr. Wm. Wake be re-elected the president, Mr. 
Wm. Smith be re-elected the vice-president, Mr. Broom- 
head be re-elected the treasurer, and Mr. Bramley be 
re-elected the secretary of this society. 

6. That the following gentlemen be hereby appointed 
to act with the officers mentioned in the last resolation ae 
the committee for the ensuing year, pamely, Messrs. B. 
Bagsbawe, jun., J. Binney, C. A. Branson, W. B. Esam, J- 
Oxley (Rotherham), Pye-Smith, F. P. Smith, C. E. Vickers, 
B. Wake, G. E. Webster, and A. Wightman. 

7. That Messrs. H. E. Watson and J. Newbould be 
appointed the anditors of the society for the ensuing year. 

8. That the thanks of the society be given to A. J. 
Mundella, Esq., M.P., for his attention to the matters laid 


before him by the committee, and for prints of the more: 
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jmportant Acts of Parliament passed during the last 
session which he has forwarded to the committee, 

9. That the thanks of the society be given to John 
Dixon, Esq., for his kindness in settling for the society the 
form of conditions of sale. 

10. That the society recommend the committee to 
complete the library as to reports since the year 1800, 
and to take into consideration the procuring of a 
fall set of the House of Lords reports; also to prepare, 

int, and circulate a catalogue of the books, divided 
alphabetically, and also according to courts, &c. 

11. That the committee do inquire into certain alleged 
malpractices of ———, a Sheffield solicitor, not a 
member of this society, and if they should consider the 
acts justify it, then do report the same to the Incorporated 
Law Society of England and Wales with a view of an 
application being made to strike him off the roll. 

12. That the thanks of this meeting be given to the 
chairman for presiding. 








Obituary. 


MR. DANIEL GODFREY. 


Mr. Daniel Godfrey, solicitor, and town clerk of 
Abingdon, died at his residence at that town a few days 
agoat every advanced age. Mr. Godfrey was admitted 
a solicitor in 1824, and had practised at Abingdon for over 
halfa century. In 1837 he was elected town clerk of the 
borough and clerk of the peace, and he held both offices 
up to the day of his death. He was for many years in 
partnership with Mr. George Bowes Morland, the clerk 
of the peace for Berkshire, but a dissolution took place 
about ten years ago, and more recently his son, Mr. Edward 
Crotch Godfrey, who was admitted a solicitor in 1868, had 
been associated with him. Mr. Godfrey was a commis- 
sioner to administer oaths, and a perpetual commissioner 
for Berkshire and Oxfordshire, and he carried on a large 
private practice. He was well known in the district as an 
able and upright practitioner, and enjoyed the esteem of 
@ very large circle of clients and friends. The Town 
Council of Abingdon have unanimously agreed to a 
resolution expressive of the value of Mr. Godfrey's 
assiduous services for forty years as town clerk and clerk 
of the peace, and of the sorrow experienced by the members 
of the council at his death. 


—-—— 


MR. THOMAS GODFREY FAUSSETT. 


Mr. Thomas Godfrey Faussett, barrister, F.S.A., died at 
his residence, The Precincts, Canterbury, on the 26th ult., 
after a somewhat long illness. Mr. Faussett was the sixth 
son the Rev. Godfrey Faussett, D.D., many years Margaret 
Professor of Divinity in the University of Oxford. He was 
born in 1829, and was successively Scholar and Fellow of 
Corpus Christi College, Oxford, where he graduated third 
class in Litere Humaniores in 1851. He was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1863, and was an 
equity draftsman and cenveyancer. He had been for several 
years chapter clerk and auditor of Canterbury Cathedral, 
and in 1871 he was appointed by Lord Penzance to the office 
of district registrar of the Court of Probate in that city. 
Mr. Faussett was a very accomplished antiquarian, being a 
Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries, and honorary secretary 
of the Kent Archeological Association. He was buried in 
Nackington Churchyard on Friday, the 2nd inst. The 
service was read by the Bishop of Dover, and the funeral 
was also attended by the Dean of Canterbury, and by 
several of the leading clergy of the diocese. 





MR. JAMES MURRAY DALE. 


Mr. James Murray Dale, solicitor (late of the firm of 
Newman, Dale, & Stretton), died at Cromer a few days ago. 
Mr. Dale was the son of the late Very Rev. Thomas Dale, 
Dean of Rochester, and was admitted a solicitor in 1843. 
He originally practised at 18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, in 
partnership with Mr. Alfred Byard Sheppard. He after- 








wards carried on business alone at 9, Warnford-court, 
Throgmorton-street, until his convection with Messrs. 
William Edward Hilliard and Joseph Harris Stretton a 

3, Gray’s-inn-square, After the retirement of Mr. 
Hilliard, Mr. Dale’s firm joined Mr. George Gunnell New- 
man, at 75, Cornhill, carrying on a large business both as 
solicitors and as parliamentary agents. Mr. Dale had 
devoted much attention to the study of ecclesiastical law, 
and was known as the author of ‘‘The Churchman’s 
Legal Handbook and Churchwarden’s Guide,” “ Church 
Extension Law,” and also a collection of judgments of the 
Privy Council and Court of Arches; and he was for 
several years honorary solicitor to the Church Institute. 
He retired from practice three or four years ago. 


MR. JOHN OXENFORD. 


Mr. Jobn Oxenford, who was for many years a solicitor,. 
died at his residence, 28, Trinity-square, Southwark, or 
the 21st ult., at the age of sixty-five. The deceased was 
born at Camberwell in 1812, and served his articles to the 
firm of Bower, Willis, Watson, & Willis, of 6, Tokenhouse- 
yard, where he was a fellow-clerk of the late Lord Chief 
Justice Bovill. He was admitted a solicitor in 1833, and 
practised for ten or twelve years in the city of London, 
occupying offices, first at 28, Great Winchester-street, 
then at 41, Bucklersbury, and afterwards at 12, Birchin- 
lane. His personal tastes then induced him to abandon. 
professional practice for literary pursuits. Mr. Oxenford 
was @ most accomplished French and German scholar 
having published many translations from the works of 
Goethe, Molitre, &c. He was the author of several 
dramatic compositions, and had set many songs to music. 
He had been a contributor to the Penny Cyclopedia, 
Atheneum, Westminster Review, and other publications, 
but the capacity in which he was best known to the- 
public was that of dramatic critic to the Times, a position 
which he held for over thirty years. Mr. Oxenford was a 
man of most liberal and genial disposition, and was very 
popular in literary and theatrical circles. 





MR. RICHARD BATHURST. 


Mr. Richard Bathurst, solicitor, died at Faversham, 
from an apoplectic fit, on the 5th inst. Mr. Bathurst was the 
son of Mr. Richard Bathurst, solicitor, of Sittingbourne, and 
was born in 1810. He originally carried on business at 
Sittingbourne, but afterwards removed to Faversham, and 
went into partnership with Mr. William Jefferys, at whose 
death in 1844 he succeeded to the offices of town clerk of 
Faversham, clerk of the peace, and clerk to the borough: 
charities. On the passing of the Poor Law Act of 1834, 
Mr. Bathurst was appointed auditor for the East Kent 
Poor Law District, and held the office for twenty-three 
years, discharging the duties with much ability and 
courtesy, and evincing a thorough knowledge of the de- 
partment of law which it was his duty to administer. He 
was a perpetual commissioner for Kent. About twenty 
years ago Mr. Bathurst was compelled, by the state of his 
health, to relinquish his practice and resign his public 
appointments, His son, Mr. Henry Bathurst, was admitted 
@ solicitor in 1853, and practises at Faversham. 


MR. JOHN COLE. 


Mr. John Cole, solicitor, died at his residence, 30, Rut- 
land-gate, on the $rd inst. Mr. Cole was born in 1790, was 
admitted a solicitor in 1815, and practised in London for 
about fifty-five years. He originally had offices at 11, 
King’s Bench-walk, Sunale, in conjunction with Mr. 
Henry Wright, and after the dissolution of the partner-- 
ship he removed first to 4, Serjeants’-inn, and afterwards 
to 4, Adelphi-terrace. He afterwards went into partnership 
with Mr, Charles Nicholas Cole at 36, Essex-street, and he 
was for many years the head of an important agency firm, 
with a large private practice. Owing to increasing age Mr. 
Cole retired from practice about six years “go e was & 
director of the Law Union Insurance Company. His 
son, Mr, John Cole, jun., whe was admitted a solicitor in 
1865, is now one of the registrars of the Birmingham Ceunty. 
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Appouintutrents, Ete. 


Mr. Grorce James ATKINSON has been appointed Prose- 
cuting Solicitor of the Borough of Liverpool. Mr. Atkin- 
gon was admitted a solicitor in 1861, and is depuiy 
town clerk of Liverpool. 


Mr. Rogert Potter Berry, solicitor, of Huddersfield, 
has been appointed a Commissioner for Yorkshire for taking 
Affidavits in the Superior Courts of Law in Ireland. 


Mr. Witt1am Bockineuam, solicitor, has been appointed 
a Magistrate for the City of Exeter, Mr. Buckingham 
was admittéd a solicitor in 1840, and is clerk tothe Exeter 
Turnpike Trustees, and to.the-Teignmouth and Dawlish 
Turnpike Trustees, and is solicitor to the Exeter Water 
Company. He is one of the governors of the Exeter 
EndowedSchools, is an alderman for the city, and held the 
Office of mayor in 1857—8. 


Mr. BroMLEY CHALLENOR, jun., solicitor, and coroner for 
the borough of Abingdon, has been elected Town 
Clerk and Clerk of the Peace for that Borough, in the 
place of Mr. Daniel Godfrey, deceased. Mr. Challenor 
was admitted a solicitor in Hilary Term, 1874, and is in 
partnership with his father, Mr. Bromley Challenor, sen., 
who is clerk to the Abingdon Board of Guardians, the 
county magistrates, and the commissioners of taxes, and 
superintendent-registrar. 


Mr. Henry Creve ann, solicitor and notary, of Bombay, 
has been appointed to act as Government Solicitor and 
Public Prosecutor for the Presidency of Bombay during the 
absence of Mr. Risly Hearn. 


Mr. Cuartes Joun Foutett, B.C.L., solicitor, of Exeter, 
has been appointed a Magistrate for that City. Mr. Follett 
was formerly a Fellow of St. John’s College, Oxford, where 
he graduated second class in classics in 1860. He was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1864, and is one of the aldermen of 
Exeter, and was mayor of the city from 1872 till 1874. 
He is a member of the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society. 


Mr. Henry Gorrineg, solicitor, of Liverpool, has been 
appointed Deputy Clerk of the Peace for that Borough, at 
a salary of £250 perannum. Mr. Gutridge was admitted a 
solicitor in 1864, 


Mr. Jonny Witr1am Hveuss, solicitor, of Bangor, has 
been appointed by the High Sheriff of Carnarvonshire (Mr. 
Henry Platt) to be Under-Sheriff of that County for the 
present year. Mr. Hughes was admitted a solicitor in 
1857, and is clerk to the county magistrates at Bangor. 


Mr. Witt14M Opyerne Huta, solicitor, of Pembroke, 
has been appointed by the High Sheriff of Pembrokeshire 
(Mr. Thomas Charlton Meyrick) to be Under-Sheriff of that 
County for the present year. Mr. Hulm was admitted a 
solicitor in 1861, and is town clerk of the borough of Pem- 
broke, and clerk to the county and borough justices. 


Mr. Ricnarp Davin Jenxmns, solicitor, of Cardigan, has 
been appointed by the High Sheriff of Cardiganshire (Mr. 
Thomas Hughes Forde Hughes) to be Under-Sheriff of 
that County for the present year. Mr. Jenkins was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1837, and is town clerk of Lampeter, 
and a magistrate for the borough of Cardigan. 


Mr. Cuarizs Kipson, solicitor (of the firm of Kidson, 
Son, & Mackenzie), of Sunderland, has been appointed by 
the High Sheriff of the County Palatine of Durham (Sir 
Hedworth Williamson, Bart.) to be Under-Sheriff of the 
Ceunty for the ensuing year. Mr. Kidson was admitted a 
solicitor in 1868, and is clerk to the county magistrates at 
Sunderland and at Houghton-le-Spring, and clerk to the 
River Wear Watch Commission, &c. 


Mr. Ratru Pemberton Koz has been appointed a Registrar 
of the Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice in 
succession to Mr. Ralph Disraeli, appointed Clerk Assistant 
of the Parliaments, Mr. Koe has been for several years 
senior clerk in the Registrars’ Office. 


Mr. Joux Cameron Macorecor, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed Receiver of tae High Court at Calcutta. Mr. 





——————» 


Macgregor was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Easter Term, 1868. 


Mr. Grorce Marsnatt, solicitor (of the firm of Marshall, 
Sons, & Bescoby), of East Retford, has been appointed q 
Commissioner for Nottinghamshire for taking the Acknow. 
ledgments of Deeds by Married Women. 


Mr. Jonn Freeman Norars, barrister, has been appointed 
to Revise the Municipal Lists for the newly-incorporated 
Borough of Taunton. Mr. Norris is the son of the Rey, 
John Pilkington Norris, Canon of Bristol, and was called 
to the bar at the Inner ''emple in Michaelmas Term, 1865, 
He is a member of the Western Circuit, practising locally 
at Bristol, and he recently contested the borough of Wilton 
in the Liberal interes. 


Mr. Parrick O’SuULLtvaN, barrister, acting Advocate. 
General at Madras, has been appointed an Additional Mem. 
ber of the Madras Legislative Council. Mr. O'Sullivan wag 
called to the bar at Gray's-inn in Hilary Term, 1864. 


Mr. Wititram Henry Puarcutps, solicitor, of Wolver- 
hampton, has heen elected (without opposition) to be 
Coroner for the Wolverhampton Division of Staffordshire, 
Mr. Phillips had acted as deputy for his father, the late 
Mr. Thomas Moss Phillips, whom he succeeds in the ap- 
pointment. He was admitted a solicitor in 1852, and is 
also coroner for the borough of Wolverhampton. 


Mr. JoserH Rayner, solicitor, of Liverpool, has been aps 
pointed Clerk of the Peace for that Borough, in succession 
to Mr. Peter Wright, deceased. Mr. Rayner was admitted 
a solicitor in 1850, is town clerk of Liverpool, and a magig. 
trate for the West Riding of Yorkshire, 

Mr. Apam Francis Trerrett Suartanp, solicitor (of 
the firm of Evershed & Shapland), of Brighton, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for the County of 
Sussex for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by 
Married Women. 


Mr. THomas Moss SuvurrLewortH, solicitor, of Preston, 
has been appointed by the Chancellor of the Duchy of 
Lancaster to the office of Keeper of the Seals for the County 
Palatine, in succession to his late father, Thomas Starkie 
Shuttleworth, Esq. Mr. T. M. Shutileworth was admitted 
a solicitor in 1856, and has been ever since in partnership 
with his late father. He fills also the offices of district 
registrar of the High Court of Justice at Preston, and 
deputy-associate at Lancaster. 


Mr. Seaton FRANK Taytor, solicitor (of the firm of 
Taylor & Hales),of 5, Gray’s-inn-square, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for taking Affidavits for all the Courts in 
the Provinces of Quebec, Outario, and Nova Scotia. 


Mr, Acton Trnpat, solicitor (of the firm of Tindal & 
Baynes), of Aylesbury, has been appointed by the High 
Sheriff of Buckinghamshire (Mr. William Schooloroft 
Burton) to be Under-Sheriff of that County for the a 
year. Mr. Tindal was admitted a solicitor in 1834, an 
was appointed clerk of the peace for the county in the 
year 1838. Heis also registrar of the Archdeaconry of 
Buckingham, and clerk to the county magistrates for the 
division of the Three Hundreds of Aylesbury. 








Heqal News. 


The Hon. William Holloway, C.S.I., senior puisne judge 
of the High Court at Madras, has retired on a pension, 
after fifteen years’ service on the bench, having been & 
member of the Madras Civil Service since 1848. 


At the Manchester Assizes on Saturday Mr. Baron Huddle- 
ston complained that he was over-burdened with work, and in 
response to a request that he should hold a special sitting 
at Manchester in order to complete a case which he kad to 
leave to go to Liverpool, said he had not « day at liberty 
before the 12th of August. 


The case of Manisty v. Kenealy, in which the benchers of 
Gray’s-inn sought to obtain from Dr. Kenealy possession of 
the chambers occupied by him, has at length, says the 
Daily Telegraph, veen brought to a close by the learned 
doctor paying Messrs. Tliffe, Russell, & Tliffe, solicitors to 
Gray’s-inn, the sum of £221 2s. 11d., being the amount of 
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taxed bills in the case. Dr. Kenealy, in his letter inclosing 
| his draft for the amount, says: ‘‘ He does this under the dis- 
tinct threat of ‘ execution ’ conveyed in Messrs. Iliffe’s letter 
of the 3rd inst. He does it because he is forced, and not as 
an admission that it is fairly due.” The chambers, as is 
nerally known, were given up some months ago by Dr. 
enealy. 

At the termination of the proceedings at Taunton 
Assizes, on Wednesday, the grand jury presented, through 
the Hon. M. B. Portman, an address to the Lord Chief 
Justice of England, in which they assured him that his 
presence in Somersetshire, the scene of his manifold 
triumphs in the past, was regarded by all with unusual 
satisfaction. They prayed that his lordship might ever 
possess the blessings of health and continue to serve her 
Majesty in his high office, in which he had ever been dis- 
tinguished by the exercise of equity, wisdom, and 
moderation—qualities which had earned for him, not only 
the admiration of his country, but of foreign nations. 
His lordship thanked the jury for their spontaneous com- 
pliment, which would be the most cherished recollection of 
his life. He could hardly find words to express his pro- 
found gratification at receiving the address. 


The Leeds Mercury says that in the course of a very 
long and heated discussion in the Sheffield Town Council 
some extraordinary revelations were elicited. In 1870 the 
corporation went to Parliament for the purchase of the gas 
and water works; and soon after proceedings were taken and 
the water company obtained an injunction against them 
from using any of the funds of the ratepayers for that pur- 
pose. Some members of the corporation, however, gave the 
town clerk a personal indemnity, under which expenses were 
incurred amounting to upwards of £7,000. The corporation 
proceedings in Parliament were unsuccessful, and con- 
sequently the whole of the expense fell upon the town 
clerk. A voluntary rate to pay them off yielded only 
£2,500, and the town clerk stated yesterday that he was 
out of pocket to the amount of £5,600. With considerable 
emotion he stated that he had been sued for the expenses 
incurred by the corporation, that he had been put in the 
Bankruptcy Court for them, and that he had had to sell 
property in order to meet some of the claims. Nothing was 
done in the matter, but it was understood that a committee 
would report on it at the next meeting of the council. 


A correspondent says :—The judge of the Wolverhampton 
County Court (A. Martineau, Esq.) on Monday last gave 
his decision in the case of Vaughan v. Tonkinson, tried on 
the 6th inst., when judgment was deferred. The following 
are, briefly, the facts of the case as they appeared at the 
hearirg:—The plaintiffs, Messrs. H. & T. Vaughan, are 
lock manufacturers, carrying on business at Willenhall, and 
this was an action for damages against Mr. Charles Tonkin- 
son, of Stringers-lane, Willenhall, for the unlawful deten- 
tion by the defendant of the plaintiffs’ hired servant, one 
John Smith, whereby the plaintiffs lost the services of the 
said John Smith in their trade of lock manufacturers. 
Some time ago the man Smith entered into a written agree- 
ment with the plaintiffs to serve them in their trade for a 
Stated period, but before the term had expired he left their 
employment and entered the service of the defendant. A 
Written notice was subsequently served upon the defendant 
requesting him to discharge Smith, as he was under an un- 
expired contract with the plaintiffs, and giving 
the defendant notice that, if he did not comply 
with this request, an action would be brought against 
him for damages. The man was not discharged; 
hence the present action. It transpired in the course 
of the case that the plaintiffs had already summoned 
the man Smith before the stipendiary, upon a charge of 
neglect of work, and on the defendant’s behalf it was now 
argued that the contract.of service had, by this means, 
been rescinded, and hence the man was at liberty to enter 
the defendant's employment, and the latter was not liable 
inthis action. For the plaintiffs, it was submitted that a 
claim for damages before the stipendiary was not a 
rescinding of the contract, inasmuch as the damages for 
neglect of work were continuous, aud the servant might 
parce’ ee time to time so long as the contract 

everal cases were quoted as bearing upon, the 
Point, His honour said he had carefully coheed the 
evidence, and the legal points raised, and. had come. to 
the conclusion that the plaintiffs were entitled to recover, 





and there would therefore be a verdict for £2 2s. damages, 
and costs. Mr. George Vaughan, of Willenhall, was for 
the plaintiffs, and Mr. E. C. Plamtre, of Wolverhampton, 
for the defendant. 


= 


THE JOURNEYMAN JUDGE. 


On Thureday evening, in the House of Commons, Mr. 
FaesuFietD asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether her Majesty’s Government proposed to arrange for 
the appointment of an additional Vice-Chancellor, with 
adequate staff to carry on the business which, under exist- 
ing arrangements, is, or should be, carried on in chambers. 
The CHANCELLOR of the Excuequer said,—The proposal 
of the Government is not to appoint an ‘‘additional Vice- 
Chancellor.’ The proposal is to appoint an additiona. 
jadge of the High Court of Justice. He will, in the first 
instance, be attached to the Chancery Division of the High 
Court ; but, like all other judges appointed since the Judi- 
cature Act, he may hereafter be removed to another divi- 
sion, should such a course be expedient. It is not intended, 
at least at present, that he should have a staff of chief clerks 
and subordinate clerks, asin the case of the Master of the 
Rolls and Vice-Chancellors. There is now a very large 
number of actions before the Chancery Division which are 
analogous to what were formerly called common law actions, 
which do not involve any amount of chamber business, and 
which are the cause of much of the arrear in the division. 
The object is to enable arrangements to be made for the de- 
cision of these actions. 

On the second reading of the Judicature Bill, 1877, 
Mr. OsBorve MoraGan said that the Bill was @ proper one, 
but he thought its value diminished by thestatement which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer made early in the evening ia 
answer to a question. He understood the right hon. gentle- 
man to have said that the new judge whom it was proposed 
to appoint under this Bill would not be a Vice-Chancellor 
at all, and would not have any staff, but would be appointed 
for the purpose of trying what were called common law 
actions, and would be called in when any judge happened to 
be overloaded with work. In other words he was to be a 
sort of journeyman judge—a kind of judicial charwoman, 
who would be sent for when any part of the establishment 
could not get through its work. Now he very much doubted 
whether that plan would be found to work well in practice, 
and whether a thoroughly good man would be found will- 
ing to take the new post on such terms. On a former occasion 
he had shown that the effect of the Supreme Oourt of 
Judicature Act had been to double the amount both of the 
contentious and administrative work in the chancery courts, 
and that the result had been a scandalous block of business 
both in court and in chambers. This Bill might alleviate 
the former evil but it would aggravate the latter. For, if 
the new judge, as was suggested, was to take nothing but 
purely contentious business, it would increase the administra- 
tive business of the other judges and would throw a still 
greater burden upon their chief clerks. Thus, if the Bill 
passed in its present shape, the evil would be partly remedied 
in one place only to appear in a worse form in another.— 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said that but for the vigilance 
of some hon. gentlemen on the opposite side of the House, 
who seemed desirous of opposing every useful measure, in 
order that they might leave the House early, or to attain 
some other object, the Bill might before now have been 
read a second time. When the subject with which it dealt 
was on a former occasion discussed on the motion of his 
hon. and learned friend who had just sat down, the chief 
complaint urged was that the Chancery Division of the 
High Court was overwhelmed with business, and that of a 
sort which did not properly appertain to that division, 
inasmuch as it consisted principally of matter of common 
law procedure in which evidence was taken vivd voce. That 
defect the Government attempted to remedy by appoinin 
an additional judge, whose main duty, at all events, it should 
be to grapple with cases of that description, though it was 
not intended that he should be exclusively so occupied. If 
a man of ability were appointed to the new judgeship, the 
cause of complaint would thus far, he contended, be re- 
moved ; and as there was no reason to suppose the Govern- 
ment would not make such an appointment, great relief 








‘would, he had no doubt, be given to the Chancery Divi- 
ision. But then his hon. and learned friend was of opinion 
ithat the Government did not go far enough, and that an 

















additional staff was required for chambers. Now it was, 
he thought, not well to multiply offices unless it was abso- 
lutely necessary to do so, and he did not think there was 
apy such necessity in the present instance. It was, he 
believed, the fact that in the chambers of the Vice-Chan- 
cellors, the chief and other clerks were not in the habit of 
lending a helping hand to each other. It seemed to be 
withthem much as used formerly to bethe case in the courts 
at Westminster, when one court which might not be very 
popular was able to rise perhaps at one o'clock, and the 
judges were able to go home or disport themselves in the 
parks, whereas the judges in the neighbouring court whieh 
Was more popular were obliged to toil all day. That being 
s0,80me arrangement might, in his opinion, be made by 
which the work might be done in the Chancery Division 
by imposing more work on some of the clerks aud 
diminishing the labour of others. If that could be done 
it would be better than creating an additional staff. If 
not, the Government would be obliged to screw up their 
Courage to the sticking point, and to create additional 
clerks. 





Leqislattaw of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
March 9.—ConsoLipaTeD Funp. 

This Bill was read a second time, and, the standing orders 
ae been suspended, was passed through its subsequent 
stages. 

March 12,—Exonerarion or CHARGES. 

This Bill was read a second time. 


ContIncEnT REMAINDERS. 

The Loxzp CHANCELLOR, in moving the second reading of 
this Bill, observed that if a man left an estate to Brown 
for life with remainder to the first son of John Smith who 
attained the age of twenty-one years, and if Brown died 
before any son of John Smith attained that age, the con- 
tingent remainder would be void. The Real Property Com- 
missioners reported on that state of things in 1833, and 
strongly recommended that the law should be altered. 
Since then an attempt had been made to revise the law, and 
put it in a more satisfactory shape, but that attempt had 
not been successful. The object of the Bill before their 
lordships, which was a very short one, was to limit the 
operation of the law. The necessity for this had been for- 
cibly illustrated by a recent case in the courts of law, 
which showed that the present doctrine of law had worked 
serious injustice in the devolution of family property.—The 
Bill was resd a second time. 


March 13.—Pustic Recorp Orrice. 
This Bill was referred to a select committee. 


Buriat Law. 

The Duke of RicnMonp and Gorpon, in introducing a 
Bill to consolidate with amendments the Burial Acts, said 
it was with the view of carrying out the recommendations 
of the commission of 1871 that he introduced the present 
Bill, conferring powers now possessed by the Secretary of 
State on the Local Government Board. It was proposed 
that a burial authority should be set up in every parish, 
which would have imposed on it the duty of providing a 
new burial-ground, unless there already existed a con- 
secrated and unconsecrated’ burial-ground suitable and 
sufficient for the inhabitants of the parish, The burial 
authority were to act in this matter on the requisition of a 
certain proportion of the ratepayers; but if they declined 
to do so there would then be a power of appeal. Provisions 
were inserted in the Bill for uniting districts under the 
supervision of the Local Government Board, and by 
enabling necessary burial-grounds to be obtained com 


pulsorily. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
March 9.—Treasury AND Excarquar Bits. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Oren Spaces (Mzrropo.is). 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Brer Licences (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a third time. 
March 12.—Treasury anp Excusquer Bits. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
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Justices’ CLERKS. 

The committee on this Bill was resumed at clause 5, 
which, with amendments, was ordered to stand part of the 
Bill.—The remaining clauses were agreed to, and the Bilt 
passed through committee. 


UNIvERSITIBS OF OxFoRD AND CAMBRIDGE. 

The House went into committee on this Bill pro forma, 
in order that certain amendments might be inserted and 
the Bill re-printed. 

Dratnage AND Improvement or Lanps (Ireanp) 
Provisional ORDERS. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


March 14.—Crminat Law Practica AMENDMENT, 

Mr. Serjeant Simon moved the second reading of thig 
Bill, which, he said, had been prepared by Mr. Saunders 
Recorder of Bath. — The ArtTorNEY-GENERAL, in 
agsenting to the second reading, said the Bill con- 
tained many valuable amendments of the criminal 
law which would be very useful until the law could 
be codified. It was possible the provisions affecting- 
coroners might be superseded or transferred to a Bilk 
relating to coroners which the Government proposed to 
introduce; and, until that Bill was settled, it would be 
corvenient to the Government that this Bill should not be 
considered in committee.—The Bill was read asecond time. 


PARLIAMENTARY AND Municrpat REGISTRATION. 
This Bill was read a second time and referred to a 
select committee. 


REGISTRATION OF BorovcH VoTERs. 

This Bill was read a second time, and was ordered to be 
committed pro forma, in order that certain clauses might 
be struck out. 

Serttep Estares. 

This Bill passed through committee, several amend- 

ments being agreed to. 


BILLS BEFORE PARLIAMENT. 
EXONERATION OF CHARGES. 
he Lord Chancellor. | 
A Bill intituled an Act to amend the Acts seventeenth and 
eighteenth Victoria, chapter one hundred and thirteen,and 
thirtieth and thirty-first Victoria, chapter sixty-nine. 

Be it enacted by the Queea’s most excellent Majesty, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Lords spiritual and 
temporal, and Commons, in this present Parliament 
assembled, and by the authority of the same, as follows :— 

1. Application of Acts in schedule.] The Acts mentioned 
in the schedule hereto shall, as to any testator dying after 
the thirty-first December, one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-seven, be held to apply to a testetor dying seised or 
possessed of or entitled to any land or other hereditaments 
of whatever tenure which he shall have specifically devised 
or bequeathed, and which shall at the time of his death be 
charged with the payment of any sum or sums of money by 
way of mortgage, including any lien for unpaid purchase- 
money ; and the specific devisee and legatee shall not be 
entitled to have such sum or sums discharged or satisfied 
out of the personal estate not specifically bequeathed of such 
testator, unless he shall within the meaning of the said Acts 
have signified a contrary intention. 

2. Act not to extend to Scotland.] This Act shall not 
extend to Scotland. 

SCHEDULE. 
17 & 18 Vict.) An Act to amend the law relating to the 

c. 113, administration of the estates of deceased 


persons. 
30 & 31 Vict.| An Act to explain the operation of the Act 
c. 69. 17 & 18 Vict. o, 113. 


ForFriture RELIEF. 
A Bill to amend the Law of Relief against Forfeiture for 
Breach of Covenant or Condition. 

Whereas relief is granted against forfeiture for non-pay- 
ment of rent: 

And whereas by section four of the Act of the twenty- 
second and twenty-third years of the reign of her Majesty,. 
chapter thirty-five, intituled ‘‘an Act to further amend the 
law of property and to relieve trustees,” it is enacted that 
a court of equity shall have power to relieve against a for- 
feiture for breach of a covenant or condition to insure against 
loss or damage by fire when no loss or damage by fire has 
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happened, and the breach has in the opinion of the court 
een committed through accident or mistake, or otherwise 
without fraud or gross negligence, and there is an in- 
gurance on foot at the time of the application to the court 
in conformity with the covenant to insure upon such terms 
as to the court may seem fit: 

And whereas by section five of the said Act it is enacted 
that the court where relief shall be granted shall direct a 
record of such relief having been granted to be made by 
indorsement on the lease or otherwise : 

And whereas by section six of the said Act it is enacted 
that the court shall not have power under the said Act to re- 
lieve the same person more than once in respect of the same 
covenant or condition ; nor shall it have power to grant any 
relief under the said Act where a forfeiture under the cove- 
nant in respect of which relief is sought shall have been 
already waived out of court in favour of the person seeking 
the relief : 

And whereas it is expedient to amend the !aw of relief 
against forfeiture for breach of covenant or condition in 
manner herein appearing : 

Be it enacted by the Queen’s most excellent Majesty, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Lords spiritual 
and temporal, and Commons, in this present Parliament 
assembled, and by the authority of the same, as follows : 

1. Short title.] This Act may be cited for all purposes as 
the Forfeiture Relief Act, 1877. 

2. Repeal of ss. 5 and 6 of 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35.] Sections 
dive and six of the said recited Act shall be and are hereby 
repealed. 

3. Relief against forfeiture under leases.] Relief may, at 
the discretion of the court, and according to the circum- 
stances of the case, be granted against forfeiture for breach 
of covenant or condition under any lease in all cases (in- 
cluding cases of insurance) in like manner as relief is now 
granted against forfeiture for non-payment of rent. 

4. Terms of relief under leases.] The terms of relief 
under the preceding section may, according to the circum- 
stances and requirements of each case, be all or any of the 
following ; that is to say, 

(1) That the default which occasioned the breach and 
the damage (if any) consequential on the default 
be made good or compensated as far as practi- 
cable: 

(2) That security be given for the future performance 
or observance of the covenant or condition in re- 
spect of which the breach arose, or of any other 
covenant or condition a breach of which would be 
within the same provision of forfeiture as that in 
respect of which the relief is granted, or any other 
provision of forfeiture affecting the same property 
as that to which the relief is applicable : 

The security may be made by means of any invest- 
ment in the names of trustees, with all necessary 
and proper provisions for raising and applying any 
moneys requisite for the future performance or 
observance of any covenant or condition, and for 
making good and compensating any future default, 
orany damage consequential on any future default 
in such performance or observance : 

{ 3) That every or any person entitled to the benefit of the 
Parvo ee of forfeiture, either at the time of the relief 

eing granted, or at any time afterwards, be em- 
pone to do anything or everything which sball 
@ requisite for the future performance or observance 
of the covenant or condition in respect of which the 
breach arose, or of any other covenant or condition a 
breach of which would be within the same provision 
of forfeiture as that in respect of which the relief is 
granted, or any other provision of forfeiture affecting 
the same Property as that to which the relief is ap- 
plicable, and be empowered to do anything 
or everything which shall be requisite for 
making good any future default, and any damage 
consequential on any future default, in such per- 
formance or observance, and be empowered to re- 
cover by action against the owner for the time 
being of any property subject to the provision of 
forfeiture, and by distress on any such property, or 
by either of those modes, all or any of the expenses 
incurred in the exercise of this power, including the 
costs of recovery : 
(4) That an injunction be awarded for the futare per- 





formance or observance of the covenant or condition 
in respect of which the breach arose, or of any 
covenant or condition, a breach of which would be 
within the same provision of forfeiture as that in 
respect of which the relief is granted, or any other 
provision of forfeiture affecting the same property 
as that to which the relief is applicable : 

(5) That all costs, charges, and expenses properly incurred 
by the person entitled to the benefit of the provision 
of forfeiture in relation to the breach in respect of 
which the relief is granted, including any proceedings 
for enforcing the forfeiture and the action or claim for 
relief, be paid by the applicant for relief : 

(6) That any other thing be done by way of indemnity for 
the past, or protection for the future, to every or any 
person entitled, either at the time of the relief being 
granted or at any other time, to the benefit of the 
provision of forfeiture in respect of which 
the relief is granted, on the footing of such 
provision being deemed a security for the due per- 
formance or observance of the covenant or condition 
in respect of which the breach arose, or of any other 
covenant or condition a breach of which would be 
within such provision of forfeiture, or any other pro- 
vision of forfeiture affecting the same property as that 
to which the relief is applicable. 

5. Relief in other cases.] Relief may in like manner be 
granted against forfeiture for breach of any covenant, stipu- 
lation, or condition under any agreement for a lease, or any 
assignment or agreement for an assignment of any leasehold 
interest, or any conveyance either in fee or for a less estate 
or interest of any hereditaments in consideration of a rent, 
or by way of sale or any contract for any such conveyance. 

6. Foreclosure of right to relief.| At any time after 
a forfeiture to which this Act applies has been in- 
curred, the person entitled to the benefit of the provision 
of forfeiture may by action claim a foreclosure of any 
right to relief against the forfeiture, and thereupon pro- 
ceedings may be had, and judgment of foreclosure may 
be given accordingly in like manner, as near as may be, 
as upon a claim of foreclosure of a mortgage ; and the dis- 
missal of a claim for relief under this Act against a for- 
feiture shall cperate as a foreclosure of any right to relief 
against the forfeiture in like manner as the dismissal of a 
claim for redemption of a mortgage operates as a fore- 
closure of the mortgage. 

7. Order for security.] At any time after the commence- 
ment of an action, or the making of a claim for relief under this 
Act, the person entitled to the benefit of the provision of 
forfeiture may apply for an order for money to be brought 
into court as security for the payment of the costs and 
damages, and the performance of the terms which he may 
become or be entitled to in respect of the breach, or of the 
action or claim for relief, or any of such matters ; and upon 
such application it may be ordered accordingly ; and it may 
be ordered that proceedings in the action or on the claim be 
stayed in the meantime, until the payment into court, and that 
in default of such payment within a time, to be fixed in that 
behalf by the same or any subsequent order, the action or 
claim bo dismissed, and the relief claimed therein be 
absolutely barred. 

8. Order respecting p jon and d ts.] On any 
proceeding in relation to a forfeiture to which this Act 
applies, such order as the case may require may be made 
respecting the possession of any property subject to the 
provision of forfeiture, and respecting the delivery up of any 
document relating thereto, 

9. Limitation of time for action for relief.| Any action for 
relief under this Act shall be commenced not later than six 
calendar months next after possession has been obtained on 
eviction for the forfeiture. 

10. Act not to apply in certain cases.] This Act shall not 
apply to any forfeiture for breach of covenant, stipulation, 
or condition against assignment, or sub-letting without con- 
sent, and shall not, in the case of holdings of a purely 
agricultural character, apply to any forfeiture for breach of 
covenant, stipulation, or condition as to cultivation. 

11. Interpretation.] In this Act— 

The expression ‘‘ lease” shall include an under-lease and 

an appointment by way of lease under a power ; and 

The expression ‘ forfeiture’’ shall include a right of re- 
entry or entry, and a cessor of any term, estate, or 
interest, and a right of refusal to renew a lease or to 
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grant or convey any term, estate, or interest, or to 
do or omit any other act or thing. 

12. Act not to extend to Scotland.] This Act shall not 
extend to Scotland. 





Messrs. Straker & Sons have introduced a novel invention, 
by which a number of copies of circulars, &., written with 
patent ink, are printed in a few minutes with the ordinary 
copying press. It seems to be specially useful for solici- 
tors requiring copies of documents. 


The thirty-second annual general meeting of the Equity 
and Law Life Assurance Society was held on Tuesday last, 
at the society's house, No. 18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 
W.C. The directors in their report stated that the society 
had been most fortunate in the past year. The number of 
new policies issued was 206, assuring £432,207, the pre- 
miums on which amounted to £15,197. Deducting the 
single premiums and premiums on re-assurances, there re- 
mained a net new income of £11,089, which is larger than 
that of any previous year. The income from renewal pre- 
miums during the year was £107,688 8s. 1d. he 
Bum received as consideration for annuities, £44,762, 
shows an increase of £20,619 9s. 11d. on the previous 
year. The claims for the year, £37,651 12s. 6d., were 
exceedingly small, being less than half of the amount 
expected. The amount of the charges of management on 
the entire income from interest, as well as from premiums, 
was 41 per cent. The total income of the society during 
the year amounted to £212,125 14s. 4d., and the total 
expenditure to £80,626 15s. 8d., so that the assets of the 
society have been increased by £131,498 18s. 8d. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS, 
Grpson—March 9, at Maiden Cross, Hexham, the wife of Wil- 
* frid Gibson, solicitor, of a daughter. 
Horne—March 12, at Thornton-hill, Wimbledon, the wife of H. 
Warlters Horne, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Moncxton—March 8, at Eust Moulsey, the wife of Edward P. 
Monckton, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
MoorE—March 9, at Frankville, Bebington, near Birkenhead, 
the wife of Robert B. Moore, solicitor, of a daughter. 
Watrters—March 9, at Ewell, Surrey, the wife of W. Melmoth 
Walters, of Lincoln’s-inn, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGE, 
Brrt—Goopricke—March 10, at St. James’s Church, Swansea, 
Henry Kennard Bill, of Swansea, solicitor, to Sarah Isabel, 
daughter of John Richardson Goodricke, of D’Urban, Natal. 


DEATHS. 
Hzron—March 13, at Allonby House, Kilburn, John Rippon 
Heron, solicitor, aged 43. 
PLowpEN—March 10, at Westbourne-park-terrace, Harry A. 
Chichele Plowden, barrister-at-law, aged 36. 
SuaRnpiey—Feb. 7, at Agra, India, Arthur Edwin Sharpley, 
barrister-at-law, aged 45. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Faipay, March 9, 1877. 
UNLIMITED In CoanceRY. 

Plymouth Barial Society.—V.C, Bacoa has, by an order dated Jan 11, 
appointed William John Lamb, Chapel st, Devonport, te be cflicial 
liquidator 

Liuirep 1x Caancery. 

Aberbeeg Collieries Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented March 8, directed to be heard before the M.R. on March 17, 
Clarke and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for Farr and Wade, New- 
port, Mon, solicitors for the petitioners 

Barkway (Hertfordshire) Gas Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
Fagg March 1, directed to be heard before the M.R. on 

ch 17. Obureh and Co, Bedford row, agents for Nash, Royston, 
Solicitor for the petitioners 

General Machinery Purchase Hire a ce Malins 
has, by an order dated Jan 19, appointed man Haydon, Bishops - 
gate st, to be the officiel jiquidawr 

Grammes Magoeto Electric Company, Limited.—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before March 31, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Cooper, 

Angel rd, Brixton. Tuesday, April 10, at 12, is appointed for hear- 

ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 











Heliotype Company, Limited.—V.C. Bacon has, by an order dated Feb 
1, appointed James Davis, Broadway House, Broadway, Westminster, 
to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before March, 
20, to send theirnames and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts orclaims, tothe above, Tuesday, April 10, at 12, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Ho!born Skating Rink Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C, 
Hall, dated March 2, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Chapman, Fenchurch st, solicitor for the petitioners 

Middlesex Fire Office, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
March 8, directed to be heard before the M.R. on March17. Wood, 
St Paul’s churchyard, agent for Berry and Robinson, Bradford, goii- 
citor for the petitioners 

Regent Iron Works Company, Limited.—By an order made by the MR, 
dated March 3, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Fiux and Leadbitter, Leadenhall st, agents for Thursfield and 
Messiter, Wednesbury, solicitors for the petitioners 

Taurine Company, Limited.—Patition for winding up, presented March 
7, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on March 17. Winnett, 
Fenchurch st, solicitor for the petitioners 

Vale Mill Cotton Spinning, Manufacturing, and Mining Company, 
Limited.— Petition for winding up, presented March 7, directed to 
be heard before V.C. Bacon on Saturday, March 17. Shaw and 
Tremellen, Gray’s inn sq, agents for Watsons, Bury, solicitors for the 
petitioners 

Tugspay, March 13, 1877. 
LriMitTeD IN CHANCERY. 

Birchgrove-Graigola Collieries, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented March 10, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on March 23, 
Webb, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Civil Service Mutual Co-operative Society, Limited.--V.C. Hall has, by 
an order dated Feb 28, appointed Samuel Barrow, Gresham st, to be 
official liquidator 

General Machinery Purchase-Hire Company, Limited.—Creditors are 
required, on or before April 40, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Flaxman Haydon, 
Bishopsgate st. Monday, April 30, at 12, is appointed for heariag 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Madrid Markets Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or be- 
fore May 8, to send their names and addresses, and the particalars 
of their debts or claims, to Albert Sillifant, Threadneedle st. Mon- 
day, May 28, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upoa 
the debts and claims 

Margate Aquarium Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre~ 
sented Mrch °, directed to be heard before V.C, Hali on March 23. 
Hodgson, Salisbury st, Strand, solicitor for the petitioners 

Midd@iesborough and Stockton Tramways Company, Limited.—By an 
order made by V.C. Bacon, dated March 3, it was ordered that the 
above company be wound up. Peacopp, South sq, Gray’s inn, agent 
for Watson, Middlesborough, solicitor tor the petitioner 

Ransgill Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
March 10, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, on March 23, 
Winser, Chancery lane, solicitor for the petitioner 

Trust Association, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented Marcel 
12, directed to be heard before the M.R. on March 24. Truoefitt and 
Gane, Bishopsgate st within, solicitor for the petitioners 

Workington Coilieries Company, Limited.—The M,R. has fixed Thurs- 
day, March 22, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and place for the 
appointment of an official liquidator 


Baokrupts 
Fripay, March 9, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Charlton, Egbert, Clarendon rd, Notting hill, Physician. Pet March 
5. Brougham. March 20 at 12 


2To Surrender in the Country. 

Buchanan, Charles Edward, Liverpool, Cotton Broker. Pet March 5. 
Beliringer. Liverpool, March 19 at 11 

Daizell, Robert, Wallingford, Berks, Esq. Pet Dic 21. Bishop. Ox- 
ford, March 29 at 12 

East, Edward, Gosberton, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet March 5. Gaches. 
Peterborough, March 24 at 2 

Johnson, Isaac, Blaydon, Durham, Timber Merchant. Pet March 7. 
Mortimer. Newcastle, March 20 at 11.30 

Lees, Thomas, and Edward Thirald Lees, {Halifax, Oil Oloth Manu- 
facturers. Pet March 7, Rankin. Halifax, March 26 at J1 

Lowndes, A 8 » Anerley, Surrey, Gent. Pet March5. Row- 
jand. Croydon, March 20 at 2 

Skelton, William, Sunderland, Grocer. PetMarch6. Ellis. Sunder- 
land, March 21 at 4 

Thornton, Sykes, Brighton, Gent. Pet March 7. Evershed, Brighton, 
March 28 at 1i 

Wright, John, Middleton, Lancashire, Flower Dealer. Pet March 5. 
Tweedale. Oidham, March 22 at i1 


Torspay, March 13, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Gudgeon, Oswald, Cueen Victoria st, Merchant. Pet March 12. 
Brougham, March 27 at 12 
er pes ee John, King st, St James’. PetMarch 8. Pepys. March 
at 
To Surrender in the Country, 
Bird, Beverley, Bonythorn, Cornwall, Gent, Pet March 6, 
Truro, March 24 at Vi 
— John, Tydee, Mon, Pet March 9. Davis, Newport, March. 
ati 
Hands, Thomas Woodward, Gateshead, Durham, Tobacconist, Pet 
March 10, Mortimer. Newcastle, March 27 at 2.30 
Knight, James, Bournemouth, Builder. Pet March 10. Dickinson. 
Poole, March 24 at 10 
Martin, Robert Joseph, Devizes, Wilts, out of business, Pet March 
10. Smith, Bath, March 28 at3 
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Wilcockson, Thomas Joseph, Preston, Provision Dealer. Pet March 9, 
Halton. Preston, March 29 at 1! 

Wright, William Wallace, Liverpool, Pawnbroker. Pet March 10. 

“Watson. Liverpool, March 26at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, March 9, 1877. 
Davies, Daniel Thomas, Liverpool, Linen Draper. March 3 
Foster, Joseph Pershouse, Moseley, Worcester, Metal Dealer.” March 5. 
Tuespay, March 13, 1877. 
Prinn, George, Rirmingham, Stationer. March 9 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, March 9, 1877, 
‘Adamson, James, Bishop Middieham, Durham, Innkeeper. March 27 
at 3 at offices of Todd, Surtees st, West Hartlepool 
Baker, Alfred, King st west, Hammersmith, Grocer. March 26 at 2 
at offices of Pittman, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 
Baylis, William Thomas, Birmingham. March 19 at 2 at the Great 
Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmingham. Dale, Birmingham 
Briggs, George, Chesterfield, Derby, Baker. March 21 at 3 at offices of 
Cutts aud So, Low pavement, Chesterfield 
Bromley, John, Hugh Downey, and James Crossley, Oldham, Lanca- 
shire, Sewing Machine Manufacturers. March 22 at 3 at the King’s 
Arms Hotel, Yorkshire st, Oldham. Ponsonby and Carlisle 
Brown, Walter, Whetstone, Middlesex, Baker. March 27 at 3 at 
offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Istington. Fenton, Highgate 
Bryan, Jonathan, Shrewsbury, Sa'op, Boot Manufacturer. March 21 
at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson place, Birmingham. Beason 
and Thomas, Bristo) 
Bryant, John, Thrandeston, Suffolk, Cattle Dealer. March 28 at 2 at 
offices of Brook, Mere st, Diss 
Buckley, George, Kidsgrove, Stafford, Miller. March 19 at 11 at offices 
of Sherratt, Market place, Kidsgrove 
Burton, Nathaniel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Eating House Keeper. 
March 19 at 3 at offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Carr, Arthur, Birmingham, Commission Merchant. March 20 at 12 
at offices of Southall and Co, Newhall st, Birmingham 
Collier, David, Aberaman, Aberdare, Innkeeper. March 24 at 1 at 
Offices of Linton, Canon st, Aberdare 
Cotterell, William, Stowe Nine Churches, Northampton, Farmer. 
March 28 at 11 at the Swan Hotel, Bedford. Day and Wade-Gery, 
St Neots, Hunts 
Coupe, Astin, Langworth, Lincoln, Surgeon’s Assistant. March 24 at 
11 at offices of Page, jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln 
Darley, Wesley, Mark lane, Merchant. March 19 at 3 at offices of 
Josolyne and Co, King st, Cheapside. Parkes 
Davis, Henry, Bristol, out of business. March 17 at 12 at offices of 
Pearce, Exchange buildings west, Bristol 
Davis, John Griffiths, Landport, Hants, Linendraper. March 20 at 4 
at offices of King, North st, Portsea 
Dawber, Thomas, Earlstown, Lancashire, Engineer. March 22 at 11 
at offices of Wilson, Hopwood chambers, King st, Wigan 
Denyer, Charles, Brighton, Beer Retailer, March 21 at 12 at offices of 
Webb, Union st, Ship st, Brighton 
Dixon, Mark, Bridlington Quay, York, Cartman. March 21 at 3 at 
offices of Ledger, Market place, Bridlington 
Dixon, Wiliiam, Victoria chambers, Westminster, Engineer. March 
27 at 3 at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Robinson and Preston, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Dring, Oliver, Cambridge, Stone Mason. March 24 at 10 at offices of 
Ginn, Alexandra st, Petty Cury, Cambridge 
Durrant, Robert, Newvort, Mon, Furniture Dealer. March 20 at 12 at 
offices of Graham, Commercial st, Newport 
Ellison, Richard William, Featherstone, York, Builder, March 22 at 
3 at the Crown and Anchor Inn, Pontefract. Horner, Wakefield 
Erichsen, Hermann Gustav, Great Winchester st buildings, Merchant. 
March 26 at 3 at offices of Fletcher and Oo, Lothbury, Ashurst and 
Co, Old Jewry 
Freeman, Joseph, Bristol, Pawnbroker. March 21 at 12 at offices of 
Evans, Shannon court, Corn st, Bristol 
Gardner, William, South Snields, Durham, Shipowner, March 28 at 
12 at offices of Dale, King st, South Shields 
Gill, John, and William Gill, Wakefield, York, Machinists. March 21 
at 1) at offices of Gill and Hall, Silver st, Wakefield 
Goodwin, Price, Llandewy Cwm, Brecon, Farmer, March 26 at 2 at 
the Crown Hotel, Builth. Stephens, Presteign 
Goodwin, Thomas, Vauxhall walk, Retailer of Beer, March 26 at 2 at 
1, Gray’s inn sq. Bowker 
Harding, George, Saunderton Lee, Buckingham, Licensed Victualler. 
March 20 at 2 at offices of Godtrey, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 
Hare, Alfred McNamara, Litherland, Lancashire, Accountant. March 
22 at 2 at offices of Duncan and Co, Water st, Liverpool 
Hasthorpe, William, Hemingford rd, Islington, Potato Merchant. 
March 20 at 12 at the Bedford Head, Maiden lane, Covent garden. 
Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden 
Hayward, John, Ellesmere, Salop, Innkeeper. March 21 at 1 at 
offices of Blackburne and Allen, Ellesmere 
Henderson, John, Efail-bach, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler, March 
21 at 11 at offices of Jones and Co, Market st, Carnarvon 
Heys, Daniel, Tottingham, Lancashire, Hat Manufacturer. March 22 
at 3 at offices of Anderton, Garden st, Bury 
Higgins, Michael, Abbey st, South Bermondsey, Tanner. March 16 at 
Tat the Masons’ Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Arnold, 
Finsbury pavement 
Hodgson, Skelton, Workington, Cumberland, Joiner. March 23 at 12 
at the Station Hotel, Workington. Thompson, Workington 
Ing, Henry, Stroudley Green, Oxford, Dealer in Ohair Stuff. March 
at 11 at oltices of Rawson, Church sq, High Wycombe 
Jacobs, Simon, Birmingham, Traveller. March 22 at 12 at offices of 
Solomon, Ann st, Birmingham 
Jebling, Lancelot, Swalwel!, Durham, Timber Merchant. March 22 
at 12 at the Neville Hotel, Neville st, Newecastle-upon-Tyne. 
Stewart, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Jones, George, Birmingham, Baker. March 22 at 3 at offices of James, 
Temple st, Birmingham 
Jones, Samuel, Birmingham, Draper’s Assistant. March 17 at 10.80 at 


Jones, Thomas, Australian avenue, Barbican, Agent. April 5 at3 at 
the Cannon st Hotel. Crooke and Winter, Abchurch chambers 
Julian, Frederick, Hulme, Lancashire, Grocer. March 22 at ll at 
offices of Dawson, Brazennose st, Manchester 
Kitley, Alfred, Lawrence fans, Cheapside, Woollen Merchant. March 
21 at2 at offices of Clift, Cheapside 
Maltby, Thomas, Bradterd, Coa! Merchant. “March 16 at 11 at 39, 
Manor row, Bradf: 
McKee, Francis, Whitehaven, Bootmaker. March 27 at 12 at offices of 
Atter, New Lowther st, Whitehaven 
McNeill, James, Darlington, Durham, Grocer. March 23 et 11 at offices 
of Wooler, Darlington 
Mettam, Alfred, Nottingham, Draper. March 23 at 3 at the Town Club 
chambers, Nottingham. Bright 
Mills, Robert Daveny, Russell st, Tottenham court rd, Manager to a 
Licensed Victualler. March 17 at 12 at offices of Button and Co, 
Henrietta st, Covent garden 
Moor, Samuel Matthews, Kingston-upon-Hul!l, Boot Manufacturer. 
March 19 at 11 at offices of Stead and Sibree, Bishop lane, Kingston- 
upon-Hull 
Morton, George Hawson, South Shields, Grocer. March 29 at 3 at 
offices of Bel!, King st, South Shields 
Parker, Daniel, Hertford, Bootmaker. March 22 at 12 at offices of 
Armstrong and Bowers, Fore st, Hertford 
Parker, Frederick William, Exeter, Draper’s Assistant. March 28 at 
11 at offices of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Huggins 
Phillips, Henry, Gateshead, Durham, Umbrella Maker. March 19 at 
offices of Harle, Akenside hill, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Pulsford, Thomas, and Tom Pulsford, Sloane st, Knightsbridge, 
Drapers. March 26 at 12 at 111, Cheapside. Rooke and Co, King 
st, Cheapside 
Purdy, William, Manchester, Milliner. March 24 at 12 at offices of 
Gardner, Brown st, Manchester 
Reynolds, Joha, Westhoughton, Lancashire, Accountant. March 26 
at 2 at offices of Byrom, King st, Wigan. Ramwell and Pennington 
Riches, John, Pulham Market, Norfolk, Glover. March 24 at 3 at 
offices of Coaks, Bank plain, Norwich. Rackham, jun, Norwich 
Rigby, Joseph, jun, Birmingham, Factor. March 23 at3 at offices of 
Rowlands and Bagnall, Colmore row, Birmingham 
- - Jedidiah, South Normanton, Derby, Grocer. March 2! at 3 at 
offices of Hextal!, Full st, Derby 
Rimes, John Smith, Manchester, Tobacconist. March 20 at 3 at offices 
of Addieshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
Roberts, John, and Samuel Hall, Cannock, Stafford, Builders. March 
20 at 11 at offices of Glover, Park st, Walsall 
Robinson, Robert, and William Robinson, Bowness, Westmorland, 
Joiners. March 21 at 3 at the Royal Hotel, Bowness. Bownass, 
Windermere 
Rushworth, John Ireland, Shipley, York, Painter. March 21 at 4 at 
offices of Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Seddon, Frederick Henry, Falcon chambers, Falcon st, Hosier. Mareh 
26 at 3 at offices of Briggs, Great James st, Bedford row 
Sheard, Benjamin William, Batley, York, Weaver. March 21 at 10.30 
at offices of Wooler, Batley 
Sheldon, George, Toddington, Bedford, Market Gardener, March 24 at 
11 at the Bell Inn, Toddington. Shepherdand Ewen, Luton 
Shepherd, Robert, Rochdale, Woollen Waste Dealer. March 22 at $3 
_at ofces of Standring, King st, South parade, Rochdale 
Simmons, Joseph, Stockwell park ‘rd, Surveyor. March 19 at 3 at 
offices of Hicklin and Washington, Trinity sq, Southwark 
Smirke, Edward, Midalesborough, Mineral Merchant, March 22 at 11 
at offices of Peacock, Zetiand rd, Middlesborough 


2 at the Swan Hotel, Welch row, Nantwich. Martin, Nantwich 

Smyth, Robert, Leeds, Poulterer. March 21 at 4 at offices of Hard- 
wick, Infirmary st, Leeds 

Snelus, Richard, Birmingham, Jeweller. March 22 at 3 at offices o 
Ward, Moor at, Birmingham 

Snow, William, Thorncliffe, Stafford, Farmer, March 26 at 11 at offices 
May, Church Side, Macclesfield 

Solomon, Sylvester, and Isaac Solomon, Tullerie st, Hackney rd, Boot 
Manufacturers. March 22 at 2 at offices of Sydney and:Son, Finsbury 
circus 

Stephenson, James, Newbiggen-by-the-Sea, Northumberland, Boot- 
maker. March 20 at 12 at offices of Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 

Taylor, Henry, Birmingham, Coach Builder. March 17 at 10.30 at 
offices of Dugmore and Pinfield, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham. Walter, 
Birmingham 

Thompson, John, Blackburn, Draper. March 23 at 3 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Tattersall, Blackburn 

Tomasin, George Henry, Grosvenor mews, Berkeley sq, Livery Stable 
Keeper. March 24 at 11 at offices of Collis, Duke st, Manchester 

Totty, John, Padiham,Lancashire, out of business. March 23 at 3.30 
at the Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley. Hartley, Burnley 

Ullmann, Wolfram, Plymouth, Pawn>roker. “Mareh 27 at 11 at offices 
of Greenway, Frankfort st, Plymouth 

Vinor, Thomas, Sheffield, Coach Builder, March 26 at 11 at offices of 
Ibbotson, Change alley, Sheela 

Whitham, Samuel, Wakefield, Ironmaster. March 22 at 2 at the Calder 
Vale Ironworks, Wakefield. North and Sons, Leeds 

Williams, John, jun, Hereford, Grocer. March 23 at 2.30 at the Wel- 

* lington Hotel, Gloucester. Corner, Hereford 

Williams, Thomas, Tregaron, Cardigan, Builder. March 29 at 2 at 
offices of Lloyd, High st, Lampeter 

Wilson, Robert Simpson, Brandon Colliery, Durham, Grocer. March 
26 at 2 at the Turf Hotel, Collingwood st, Newoastie-apon-Tyne. 
Chapham, Durham 

Woodburn, Robert, Millum, Cumberland, Beerhouse Keeper. March 
23 at 3 at offices of Myers and Co, Millom 

Woods, Charles, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Grocer. March 21 at 2 at 
Cambrian Oitices, Market st, Ryde. Fardeil 

Woolgrove, James, Collingswood rd, Walthamstow, Builder. March 
ae 3 at offices of Buffen, Wool Exchange, Coleman st. Russel, 

leman st 

Wrigley, James, South Penge park, Penge, out of employment. March 

20 at 4 ut offices of Baxter, Laurence Pountney hill, Cannon s 





offices of Walter, Ann st, Birmingham 





Streeter, Croydon 


Smith, Edward, Nantwich, Cheshire, Furniture Dealer. March 23 at . 


t. 
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Toxrspay, March 13, 1877. 
Affieck, William, Leeds, General Merchant. March 24 at 12 at offices 
of Watson, Great George st, Leeds 
Alderson, William Bond, Banham, Norfolk, Butcher. March 29 at? 11 
at offices of Muskett and Garrod, Diss ‘ 
Allen, Henry Talbot, Royal Exchange, Underwriter. March 26 at 3 
at offices of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 
Andlau, Von Carolina Cornelia. Milkwood st, Brixton, March 20 at 
2 at offices of Thomson and Co, Great James st, Bedford row 
Anker, Charles, Snitterfield, Warwick, Innkeeper. March 28 at 11.30 
at the Falcon Hotel, Stratford-on-Avon. Lane, Stratford-on-Avon 
Armitage, Joseph Pearson, and Joseph Clapham Ward, Liversedge, 
York, Carpet Manufacturers. March 26 at 2.30 atoffices of Deane, 
Healey, Batley 
Astwood, George, Burnley, Lancashire, Contractor. March 23 at 3 at 
offices of Artindale and Artindale, Hargreaves st, Burnley 
Barker, George, Middlesborough, York, Grocer. March 26 at 11 at 
offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Beadnell, Joshua, Ruswarp, York, Painter. March 22 at 2 a’ Steel’s 
Temperance Hotel, Bishopton lare, Stockton-on-Tees 
Bell, James William, New Turnstile, Holborn, Licensed Victualler. 
April 9 at 3 at offices of Lewis and Co, Old Jewry 
Blackston, Morris, Leeds, Hat Manufacturer. March 23 at 3 at offices 
a and Co, Royal Insurance bvildings, Park row, Leeds. 
Pullan 
Brabin, Thomas, sen, Liverpool, Butcher. March 27 at 3 at offices of 
Ritson, Dale st, Liverpool 
Bradbury, Edward, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, General Agent. 
March 28 at 3 at offices of Gartside, King st, Manchester. Coates 
Brain, William, Nailbridge, Gloucester, Collier, March 27 at 3 at 
offices of Dighton, Mitcheldean 
Bromley, John, Hugh Downey, and James Crossley, Oldham, Lanca- 
shire, Sewing Machine Manufacturers. March 44 at 10 at offices of 
Ponsonby and Carlisle, Cleeg st, Oldham 
Brown, Samuel, Hanley, Stafford, Labourer. March 23 at 3 at offices 
of Kent, Market ple xe, Longton 
Brown, Thomas, Beadon, Nottingham, Farmer. March 27 at 11 at 
offices of Mee and Co, Churchgate, Retford 
Bryan, William, Belbroughton, Worcester, Grocer. March 26 at 11 at 
Offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 
Cane, John George, Dover, Baker. March 29 at 1 at the Milestone 
Inn, Buckland, Dover. Hall 
Carnell, Charles, Stone Pit Farm, Seal, Kent, Farmer. March 28 at 
12.30 at the Royal Crown Hotel, Sevenoaks. Holcroft and Co, 
Sevenoaks 
Cavill, James Henry, Cardiff, Glamorgan, General Dealer. March 28 
at 12 at offices of Alexander, St Mary st, Cardiff. Waldron, Cardiff 
Chadwick, James Bowling, Leeds, out of business. March 24 at 11 at 
Offices of Hardwick, Infirmary st, Leeds 
Cleminson, Michael, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Machine Broker. 
March 23 at 2 at the King’s Head Hotel, Darlington, Bruce, Bishop 
Auckland 
Cochrane, Henry, Great Dover st, Borough, Engineer. April 4 at 12 
at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st, Rexworthy, Cheapside 
Coles, Cornelius Saint Thomas, Osney Town, nr Oxford, Tailor. March 
29 at 11 at the Sherborue Arms, Castle st, St Peter-le-Bailey, Oxford. 
Berridge, Oxford 
Cooper, Charles James, Arlington st, Islington, Timber Merchant. 
March 23 at 3 at offices of Harvey and Co, Basinghall st. Haynes and 
Sons, Devereux court, Temple 
Cooper, Samuel, Newcastie-npon-Tyne, Brush Manufacturer. March 
26 at 11 at offices of Bond, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Cosadinos, George Demetrius, Manchester, Commission Agent, March 
27 at 3 at cffices of Grundy and Kershaw, Booth st, Manchester 
Crackneli, George, Bradwell Ash, Suffolk, Farmer. March 28 at 3.30 
at offices of Partridge and Greene, Crown st, Bury St Edmunds 
Cronin, Joseph Patrick, Portsea, Hants, Outfitter. March 24 at 3 at 
offices of King, North st, Portsea 
Crussell, William, Benwick, Cambridge, Draper. March 27 at 12.30 
at offices of Richardson, Chatteris 
Davies, Thomas, Neth, Glamorgan, Contractor, March 27 at 1 at 
offices of Charles, Parade, Neath 
‘Davis, William, Walihouse, Hereford, Farmer. March 26 at 12 at 
Offices of Piper, Court House, Ledbury 
Dawson, George Edward, Wrangle, Lincoin, Innkeeper. March 26 at 
11 at offices of Thomas, Emery lane, Boston 
Dodds, Archibald Tait, Edithua st, Stockwell, Builder. March 24 at 
11 at the Law Institution, Chancery lane. Mackeson and Co, 
Lincoin’s inn fields 
Dunn, Thomas Thompson, Sunderland, Durham, Agent. March 26 at 
11 at offices of Skinner, John si, Sunderland 
Ellis, Griffith, Llanberis, Carnarvon, Quarry Agent. March 27 at 2 at 
offices of Roberts and Thomas, Castie st, Carnarvon 
Piudger, Henry, Woolwich, Furnitare Dealer. March 31 at 3 at 136, 
High st, Woolwich. Coper, Chancery lane 
Ford, William, Chepping Wycombe, Bucks, Chairmaker. March 23 a 
Sat offices of Rawson, Church sq, High Wycombe » 
Gaston, James, Teddington, Middl » Tob ist. March 26 at 2 at 
ces of Barron and Pook, Queen Victoria st 
Gibbs, Henry, South Shields, Durham, Confectioner. March 28 at 10 at 
Offices of Biair, King st, South Shields 
Greaves, Horace Joshua John, Goedladd, Denbigh, Farmer. March 26 
at 12 at the Lion Hotel, Hope st, Wrexham. Morris, Shrewsbu 
Hannant, William, jan, Great Witchipgham, Norfolk, Miller. March 
28 at 3 at offices ot Sadd and Linay, Theatre st, Norwich 
Harland, George, Rosedale Abbey, York, Cordwainer. March 27 at 
11.30 at offices of Parkinson, Pickering 
Harris, Joseph, Flixton, Suffolk, Farmer. April 5 at 1 at the Horse- 
shoes Inn, Eye. Pollard, Ipswich 
Harris, William, Petherton Bridge, Somerset, Journeyman Miller. 
Mach 23 at 2 at offices of Peren and McMillan, South Petherton 
Hewer, Jemes, Southempton, Coachmaker. March 23 at 1 at offices of 
Edmonds and Co, Old Jewry. Coxwell and Co, Southampton 
Hollis, William, Coggs, Oxford, Farmer. April 4 at 11 at offiees of 
Mallam, High st, Osford 
Howe, James, Biggleswade, Bedford, Mason. March 28 at 4 at offices 
of Hooper and Co, Biggleswade 














Hughes, William, Moss Side, Manchester, Grocer. March 28 at 11 at 
offices of Boote and Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 

Humphryes, Eliza, Worcester, Licensed Victaller. March 23 at 3 at 
offices of Pitt, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 

Hanter, William Charles, Cardiff, Solicitor’s Clerk. March 22 at li 
at offices of Tapson and Co, Dock st, Newport, Mon 

Jones, George James, and Ritson Alexander Wilson, Bristol, Hard- 
waremen. March 23 at 12 at the Guildhall Tavern, King st, Cheap- 
side. Sibly, Bristol 

Jones, John, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Retired Indian Revenue 
Officer. March 28 at 12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Market st, Ashby-de- 
la-Zouch. Wilson, Burton-on-Trent 

Kelly, Michael, Bradford, Grocer. March 23 at {| at offces of Terry 
and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

Leith, Alfred, Fonthill rd, Finsbury park, Tea Dealer. March 31 at 2 
at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st 

Lishman, John Dale, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Iron Merchant. March29 
at 11 at offices of Ingledew and Daggett, Dean st, Newcastle-upon- 


ne 
une, William Solomon Bowe’, Birmingham, Pearl Worker. March 
28 at 11 ut offices of Barber, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Martindale, Thomas, York, Cowkeeper. March 26 at 1 at offices of 
“Wilkinson, St Helen’s sq, York 
Matthews, Edward, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Draper, March 23 at 
1 at offices of Lewis, Glebeland st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Matthews, Edwin Oscar, Manchester, Boot Dealer. March 28 at 3 at 
offices of Watts, Clarence buildings, Clarence st, Manchester 
Matthews, Frederick, Saham Toney, Norfolk, Farmer. March 29 at 3 
at offices of Grigson aud Robinson, Watton 
Middleton, Middleton, Darlington, Durham, Cab Proprietor. March 24 
at 11 at offices of Steavenson and Meek, Paradise terrace, Darling- 


ton 

Millman, James, Bristol, Tailor. March 26 at 3 at offices of Becking- 
ham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Mitton, John, Sowerby Bridge, York, Miller, March 28 at 11 at offices 
of Walshaw, Crown st chambers, Halifax 

Morse, John, Narberth, Pembroke, General Draper. March 21 at 11 
at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holbora. Griffiths aud Green, Car- 
merthen 

Mundy, Edward, Coventry, Warwick, Ironmonger. March 21 at 3 at 
the Craven Arms Hotel, Coventry. Browett, Coventry 

Nowers, Wiliiam Wilson, Hastings, Builder. March 27 at 11 at the 
Bridge House Hotel, London Bridge. Langham and Son, Hastings 

Nugent, William, Newcastle-unter-Lyme, Stafford, Tailor. March 20 
& 11 at offices of Green, Brazennose st, Manchester. Worth, Roch- 

ale 

Oldershaw, John, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Grocer. March 21 at 11 
at the Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton-on-Trent. Taylor, Burtoa- 
on-Trent 

Oliver, Stephen, Norham, Northumberland, Draper. March 24 at 11 
at offices of Dunlop, Quay Wal!s, Berwick-upon-T weed 

Pagett, George, birmingham, Butcher. April7 at11 at offices of Jaques, 
Cherry st, Birmingham 

Palmer, Henry, Widham Stores, Wilts. Coal Merchant. March 23 at 
l at the Railway Hotel, Dideot, Barns, Swindon 

Parry, Robert, Liverpool, Grocer. Murch 27 at 2 at offices cf Frod- 
sham and Nicholson, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Pearce, Charles, Aylesbury, Buckingham, Coach Builder. April 5 at 
3 at offices of Reader, Gray’s inn sq 

Pearce, Walter, West Bromwich, Statford, out of business, March 24 
at 11 at offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 

Pevereil, George, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Provision Dealer. March 
24 at 10.30 at offices of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Phillipson, William, Barrow-in-Furness, Grocer. March 26 at 2 at 
the Ship Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Park, Barrow-in-Furness 

Pickering, John, Scarborough, Cab Driver. March 24 at 10.15 at offices 
oi William, Newborough st, Scarborough 

Poynter, William John, Gravesend, Gasfitter. March 26 at 1 at offices 
of Sharland and Hatten, Court house, Gravesend 

Price, Charles, Llanfaes, Brecon, Grocer. March 24 at 2 at offices of 
Bishop, Wheat st, Brecon 

Price, David, New Tredegar, Mon, General Dealer. March 26 at 1 at 
offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Read, Martha, Kingston-upon-Thames, Upholsterer. March 27 at 2 
at 145, Cheapside. Wilkinson and Howlett, Kingston-upon- 
Thames 

Read, Sarah, Scarborough, Linen Draper. March 26 at | at offces of 
Rooke and Midgiey, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 

Renwick, William, Bradford, Game Dealer, March 23 at 3 at offices 
of Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 

Rhone, George, Kingston-upon-Hall, Hatter. March 26 at 3 at offices 
of Summers, Manor st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Robinson, William, ‘liverton, Cheshire, Brewer. March 23 at 1.308 
offices of Warburton, Crewe 

Sanderson, Solomon, and Albert Proctor, Huddersfield, Electric 
Engineers. March 28 at 3 at offiees of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, 
Huddersfield 

Saunders, Ebenezer, Maldon, Essex, Builder, March 29 at 11 at offices 
of Digby and Co, silver st, Maldon 

Sidebotham, Samuel, and William Robert Howroyd, Manchester, Iron- 
founders. April 5 at ll at offices of Whitt, King st, Manchester. 
Dawson, Manchester 

Smith, Aaron, Batman’s Hill, Sedgley, Stafford, Grinder. March 28 at 
1 at offices of Fellows, Mount pleasant, Bilston 

Smith, James, Clarence rd, Bow, Accountant. March 28 at LI at offices 
of Emdin, Coleman st. Horwood, Coleman st 

Stanley, James, Swansea, Grocer. Murch 23 at 11 at offices of Cox, 
Adelaide chambers, Swansea 

Stevenson, Peter, East Grinstead, Sussex, Draper, March 23 at 2 at 
offices of Harrison, New inn, Strand 

Summerside, Henry William, Aston, nr Birmingham, Coal Dealer, 
March 20 at 11 at oftices of Phillips, Victoria rd, Aston 

Tuff, William, Great Yarmouth, Shopkeeper. March 29 at 11 at offices 
of Cowl, South quay, Great Yarmouth 

Taylor, Alfred, Tuxford, Nottingham, Grocer. March 22 at 12 at offices 
of Newton and Co, The Square, East Retford 

Thomas, Thomas William, Bold, Lancashire, Commission Agent. 
March 28 at 3 at the Argyle Hotel, High st, Stockton-on-Tees. 
Chorlton, Manchester pat 
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liam Henry, York, Coal Merchant. March 28 at 1 at 
"teen 4 Wilkinece, St "Helen's sq, York 
Thomason, George, Kidderminster, Worcester, Sewing Machine 
Dealer. *March 27 at 3 at offices of Cor bet and Co, Baxter chambers, 
Church st, Kidderminster 
Topham, William, Manningham, Bradford, Fish Merchant. March 20 
3.30 at offices of a? — Bradford 
Mforry, Charles Edward. Herbert Septimus Sharpe, Brig R28, 
= Colliery Agents. ) 24 at 1 at the Angel Hotel, Brigg. 


2 al Henry, Metses®, Fruiterer. March 27 at ll at offices of 
Lockyer, Deptford bridge 

Trewin, Thomes, West Putford, Devon a March 27 at 3 at 
offices of Tapley and Hutchins, Greas Torringt 

Watts, James, Birmingham, Tobacco Aa wel March 26 at 11 
at offices of Wright and Marshall, Town Hall chambers, New st, 
Birmingham 

™. yo Derby, Smith. March 26 at 1 at offices of Hextall, 

st, Der 

Whitehead, Ebenezer, Cambridge, Sculptor. March 26 at 11 at offices 
of Ellison and Burrows, Alexander st, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Wildman, James Joseph, Bedford, Tailor. March 27 at 12 at offices 
of Conquest and Clare, Duke st, Bedford 

Wilson, Augustus, Bristol, Tobacconist. March 26 at 2 at offices of 
Sibly, Exchange (west), Bristoi 

Youbol, Ibrahim, Bournemouth Jer in Fancy Goods.: March 21 at 
2 at Joftces ot Aldridge and Bharp, Westover villas, Bournemouth 

Young, Robert Gibson, Sunderland, Baker. March 26 at 8 at offices of 
Bowey and Brewis Fawcett st, Sunderland 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 

Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless systera of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 


ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 











AUCTION SALES FOR 1877. 


ME: F. STATHAM HOBSON begs to direct the 
attention of Solicitors, Trustees, Mortgagee:, andall interested 
in Landed Estates, Ground-Rents, Reversions, Advowsons, Life Policies, 
louse Property, &c., to his SALES by AUCTION, which will be held 
at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on the following days through- 
out the year 1877, at TWO o’clock precieel yi— 


Wednesday, March 21 Wednesday, July 11 


Wednesday, April 1! Wednesday, July 25 
Wednesday, Apri! 25 Wednesday, August 8 
Wednesday, May 9 Wednesday, August 22 
Wednesduy, Mey 23 Wednesday, October 3 
Wednesday, June 13 Wednesday, October 24 
Wednesday, June 27 | Wednesday, November 14 
} Wednesday, December 12 
Auctions can be held on other days in addition to those specified. 
~~ ulars and information as to terms (which are arranged on a 
moderate scale) for yee yo A man oe of every description 
inthe sales can be obtained, or wil arded on application at the 
» Land Agency, and Valuation Offices, 20, C j-street, 


‘Gan Ec. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
ad of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
fos Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
tments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, B.C., 
wonton sent by post in return for two stamps.—Particulars for inser 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 








FULHAM. 

A Valuable Freehold Property, for investment, situate in Church - 
street, near to Putney-bridge, and about halfa mile from Putney 
Station, comprising a spac ious old-fashioned residence, with stab- 
ling and grounds of about an acre; a baker’s shop and dwelling- 
house, and three other dwelling-houses, the whole forming an 
im: ‘a A. with an extensive frontage, and producing about 


ESSRS. 1 DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, C TUESDAY, APRIL lo, at TWO, 
Lots, the following valuable FREEHOLDS . viz. : i 
en 1.—Chaldon House, Ghurch- en. Falham, @ substantial and 
Nery cemmodious detached Residence, with stabling, ——— and 
ds, in all aboutan acre; let on lease for 21 years from Lady- 
ia 1874 4 (determinable by the lessee at the end of 7 or 14 years), atthe 


da £120 per annum, in consideration of a large outlay by the [ 


= 2.—Two Dwelling-houses adjoining, being Nos. 22 and 24, Charoh- 

street, with leng gardens in the rear; let respectively to hs taeda and 
Week], re, ber oye at rents eg = see to £54 6s. per anou 

~The two adjoining Houses aa with Daker’s 3 shop, and each 

long garden in the rear), being os, 18 and 20, Church-street ; let 

Seepectively to quarterly and monthly tenants at low rents, amounting 


annum 
“ugliest ith plane and and conditions of sale, may be had of 
& ORDELL, Solicitors, 3, =New-square, 
“ne W.C. ; 


and of the Auctioneers, 80 Cheapside. 





T° SASSISTERA. SOLICITORS, and LAW 
STUDENTS.—The Rev. 1. J.D. D’Onszy, B. D, Lecturer K.C.E., 
will Lecture and Teach at 13, Prince’s-square, Bayswater, beginning 19th 
March.—PUBLIC READING at 3 and 8 p.m. Formation ofthe | 
—Principles of Pronunciation—Oorrect'on of Provincial Errors and 

Defective Articulation—Practice in Prose and Poetry. PUBLIC 
SPEAKING at 4and9 p.m. Logic and Rhetoric. Voice and Action 
i pees wor and Platform Speeches—Practice in Debate.—Any 

ten Lessons, in a Class of ten Pupils, is. One Guinea. Gentlemen are re- 
quested not to write, but to come on 19h March to the class which , 
they wish to attend. 


© TRUSTEES and OTHERS.—To be Sold, to 

y £3 10s. per cent. per annum, a valuable Freehold Farm, 

Porn «°F farm-house, garden, orchird, agricultural buildings, two 

Cottages, and about 150 acres of land, situate in Norfolk, about six 

miles from Norwich.—For particulars apply (principals or their solici- 

tors only) to Waites, Renarp, & Co., No. 30, Littie Trinity-lare, 
Queen ria-street, E.C. 


PARTMENTS.—To Let, a furnished Bed and 
Sitting Room at Hornsey, five minutes from the Great Northern. 
station. Terms moderate. Arrangements may be made for entire or 
se or ~—Address Mrs. Gaexn, No, 10, Hornsey-park-road, 
lornsey, 


‘EASIDE EDUCATION for DAUGHTERS of 
\ ? GENTLEMEN.—ST. EDMUND’S HOUSE, HUNSTANTON, 
NORFOLK, near SANDRINGHAM.—Mrs. and the Misses CaLLow - 
RECEIVE and EDUCATE a limited number of YOUNG LADIES, who 
have every possible home comfort; resident German, French, and 
Musical Governesses; visiting Masters. Hunstanton is the only 
watering place on t be East Coast of Great Britain having a westerly 
sea aspect, and stands in the Registrar General’s returns on an average 
of twenty-five years as the healthiest place in England. Spring term 
will commence on Thuraday, 25th January. Terms, references, &c., 
on application. 


ASTE PAPER.—C. HERBERT, Wholesale and 

Retail Bookseller and Waste Paper Merchant, &c., 60, Goswell- 
road, London, E.C. Libraries parchased. _C. Herbert, ‘agent to the 
“ Elgin New Paper Mills,” Lenny = t ha ~ to purchase Waste Paper, 
such as old ledgers, old account . private docaments (destroyed 
in the presence of the seller if ae old briefs, quire stock, parlia~ 
mentary reports, old books (with or without covers), newspapers, old 
magazines ; likewise old parchment, waste string, &c. Bags provided 
if not less than 5 cwt. Catalogue of Books on sale forwarded on re- 
ceipt of two stamps. 


ALKER’S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 

superseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 
1867. Gold from £15 15s.; Silver from £6 6s.—68, Cornhili; 230, 
Regent-street ; 76, Strand. 


L214 COMPANY’S EXTRACT of MEAT. 


Finest Meat-flavouring Si Stock for Soups, made Dishes, and 
Sauces, Caution—Genuine ONLY with fac smile of Baron 
Liebig’s signatare across La‘el. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUBEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 36 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 
Dnaart Papen, 5s., 6s. 6d., 73. es and 9s. 9d. per ream. 
Barer Paper, 15s. 6d., 17s. 6d., and 23s . 6d. per ream. 

FoorecaP Parser, f0s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 188. 6d, per ream. 

Cream-Laip Nors, 3s., 4s., and Ss. per ream. 

Lares Cezam-Laip Nore, 48. 6d., 6s. 6d., -- 8s. ol pain ream. 

Lange Buus Nors, 3s. 6d., 4s, 6a. +» and 6a. 6d, e 

Envetorzs, Crzam on Buvs, 3s, 9d., 48. 6d., aud 6 és. ed. ‘per 1000, 

Tue “ Tempce”’ ENvevope, extra secure, 9s. 64, per 1000, 

Footscar Orrrciat Envevorss, ls. 9d. per 100. 

Partrines & Coorer’s Vertum Wovs Otvs-Hover Nors, 9s. 6d, per 
ream. This incomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe thay 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘‘ PARTRIDGE 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLU8-HUUSE PAPER,” withou 
which none is genuine. 

INDENTURE Sarvs, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 288, 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

— on koLLowsrs, Ruled, @s. 1d. each, 24s. per dozen, 115s, per 


























sagen om Memoaiacs, 8d, each, 78, 6d. per dozen, 
Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books: 
An immense stock in various bindings. 
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LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


FLEET STREET, near TEMPLE BAR. 





The Recommendations laid down by the Officials of the Board of Trade (July, 1874) had all been anticipated in, 
their strictest form in the principles adopted at the last Bonus Investigation (December, 1871) of this Society, 


Thus— 


1. The ‘* Seventeen Offices” Table of Mortality was employed throughout ; 

2. The future rate of Interest obtainable was estimated at 3 per cent. only ; 

3. The whole “ Loading” was reserved for future Expenses and Profits. (See Government Schedule), 
The resulting Reserves yielded the highest known protection to Policies. 


The Bonus was the largest yet declared. 
Nine-tenths of the Profits belong to the Assured. 





LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 





A Bonus Valuation to 31st Dec., 1876, is now in progress, 


E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager, 




















CLERIGAL, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
13, ST. JAMES’S SQUARE, LONDON, S8.W. 


CITY BRANCH. 
Mansion House Buiipines, E.C, 


Chairman—Right Hon. JOHN ROBERT MOWBRAY, M.P., D.C.L. 





TENTH BONUS MEETING, 1877, 
= The Report presented at a Meeting held on the 4th January last, 


showed, 
(1) AS TO THE PROGRESS OF THE SOCIETY, 
that the growth and prosperity of the Society during the period, of 
which it gave numerous details, had been everywhere manifest ; 
(2) AS TO THE FINANCIAL POSITION OF THE SOOIETY, 


that the Assurance Fund at the date of 

Valuation was £2,118,457 10 2 

a the caleulated Liability at the same 
ate ... 


1,760,516 13 10 


« 





thus leaving a Surplus oOf.....4....... £357,940 16 4 


and that, after setting aside the Permanent Reserve Fund of £50,000, 
and the fractional amount of £7,940 16s. 4d., there remained for divi- 
sion the sum of £300,000, which was larger by £30,000 than on any 
previous occasion ; 


(3) AS TO THE RESULTS Of THE DIVISION, 
that the sum which fell to the Assured would produce reversionary 
additions to the Assurances, amounting in the aggregate to £357,014, 
varying in individual cases from 35 to 91 per cent., and averaging over 
50 _ cent. on the Premiums received in the Quinquennium : 
ani that the Cash Bonus, which, being the present money value of the 
Reversionary Bonus, was the true measure of the allotment, d 


———— 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C, 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,400,000 sterling. 
Chairman—James Cyppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build- 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C, Pemperron, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions, 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent, 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


THE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Caleutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Counrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At5 percent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will bé received on terms to be agreed upon 

Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branche® 
ofthe Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates anv Purcnasks effected in British and foreign securities, 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken: 
Interest drawn, and army, navy,and civil pay and pensions realised, 

Every other description of banking business and money agemyp 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 








30 per cent. on the like payments, as compared with 29 per cent. in 
1872, the highest previous per-centage ; 

(4) AS TO THE BASIS OF VALUATION. 
that the Institute of Actuaries’ new H«, or Healthy Males Table, 
based on the experience of 20 of the largest English and Scotch offices, 
with = premiums and 3 per cent. interest, had been used in the In- 
vestigation : 
and that the severity of the new test, as well as the strength and elas- 
ticity of the Society, were alike shown by the fact that the Reserve 
thus required was greater by £84,611 than that which would have 
been needed by the Curlisle Table. 





THE NEXT DIVISION OF PROFITS will take placein January, 
1882, and Persons who effect New Policies before the end of June next 
will be entitled at that Division to one year’s additional share of Profits 
over later Entrants. 





The Report above mentioned, a detailed account of the proceedings 
of the Bonus meeting, the returns made to the Board of Trade, and 
every information, can be obtained at either of the Society’s Offices, or 
from any of its Agents. 


GEORGE CUTOLIFF2, Actuary and Secretary, 





COMMISSION. 


10 per Cent. on the First Premium, and 5 per Cent. on Renewals, is 
allowed to Solicitors. The Commission will bee ontinued to the Person 
introducing the Assurance, without reference @ the channel through 
which the Premiums may be paid. 








EDUCED RATES of INTEREST for advances 
from the TEMPERANCE PERMANENT BUILDING 
SOCIETY.—£50,000 ready to be advanced, either by ordinary mort- 
gages, not subject to monthly repayments, or by the building society’s 
plan of monthly repayments, which include principal, premium, and 
interest, the interest being calculated at 5 per cent. on the balance 
each year. 
6 Years, | 8 Years. | 10 Years. | 12 Years. | 14 Years. | 15 Years. 
£ad.) 88.4.:) £80. | £8.4. 1 £84. | £58. 4. 
114 6 1 7.8 13 5 108 0 18 10 018 t 
Advances can be had for any other term of years not exceeding 2 
the repayments being proportionate. 
Apply to HENRY J. PHILLIPS, Secretary. 
Offices, 4, Ludgate-hill, London, E.0. 
Note.—More than two million pounds sterling have been advanced: 


upon house peponty sone. 
Commission is paid to the Profession for the introduction of Borrowers 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs te 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the ad 








of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continge¢ 

support.—N.8. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest. 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for advertise- 

ment and file of “ London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 
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